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Slight advantage 
Clear advantage 
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Good move 
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Part One 


Benko Gambit Declined 


1 4 &f3 


The Benko Gambit begins with 
the moves 


1 d4 Af6 
2 c4 c5 
3 dS b5 


White’s most popular and logical 

way of declining the gambit is 
4 £3 (1) 

4 a4 is Chapter 2, 4 We2is covered 
in Chapter 3, 4 2g5 is the subject 
of Chapter 4, and 4 @d2 is dealt 
with in Chapter 5. 


Black now has a choice between: 


A 4... g6 
4... 2b7 
C 4...."%be 
D 4... e6 (Blumenfeld Gambit) 


4... 26 

Here we shall consider the 
following alternatives: 
Al 5 cb 
A2 5 a4 
A3 5 Ye2 

Other continuations are rarely 
encountered: 
a) 5 Dbd2 Was (5... b4?!; 5... bc?! 
6e4d67 &xc4 2878 0-00-09 Eb] 
“\bd7 10 Hel Ab6 11 b3 Hb8 12 
&b2 + Keene-Pytel, Manchester 
1981) 6e4 2277 e5 Ag4 8 Ye2 be 
9h3 Dh6 10 He4 00 11 &xc4 dé + 
Groszpeter-Popov, Plovdiv 1982. 
b) 5 2f4.d6 6cba67e3 2278 Ac3 
0-0 9 a4 h6 10 e4 Wad 11 Afd2 
Wb4 12 Ha3 + Markov-Bukhman, 
Moscow 1983. 
c) 5 Afd2 Qg7 6 e4 bc 7 Ac3 0-0 
8 Axc4 d6 9 Re2 Abd7 100-0 Bab 
11 De Lxe2 12 Wxe2 Habs 13 
Hbl Hb4, Petursson-Geller, Rey- 
kjavik 1984. 


Al 


12 4 Bf 


All 6 ¥4c2 
Al2 6 &c3 


All 
6 We2 

White combines threats against 
the pawn on c5 with support for 
the move e4. 

Ge s. 2g7!? 

In the spirit of the variation that 
Black has chosen. Black seeks to 
outstrip White in development. 
6 ... ab is weaker in view of 7 Yxc5 
d6 8 Yxb5+ Abd7 9 Ac3 Bg7 
10 g3 0-0 11 2g2 Bc5 12 0-0 and 
Black did not have enough com- 
pensation for the two pawns in 
Tukmakov-Djukic, Bor 1983. Pos- 
sible is 6 ...d67e4 2278 Dc3 0-0 
and so on as in the variation 7 e4. 

7 e4 

7 Yxc5 0-08 Ac3 d69 Yb4 ab is 
dangerous for White. 10 e4 Aaé 
11 Yb5 Ac5 12 We2 e6! and, 
according to Glek, Black has 
reasonable compensation. 


=e 


4 
Y 
V, 


Black intends to realise his 
slight lead in development with 
the break ... e6 in the centre, for 
example 8 ... e6 9 225?! Wa5 10 
&.d2 YWe7 11 b6?! Yxb6 12 Ac4ded 
13 Axd5 Axd5 14 2xd5 2b7 with 
advantage to Black in Sahovic- 
Lanka, Riga 1980. However, 9 d6! 
secures White’s superiority. 

With the aim of preparing 9 ... 
e6 Black plays: 


Alll 8... d6 

All2 8 ... &b7 

Alll 
8° Se d6 
9 a4 


The standard continuation, by 
which White strengthens b5 and 
plans the manoeuvre Ha3. 

Other continuations: 

a) 9 h3?! e6! (illogical is 9... ab 10 
&xb5 Wa5 11 0-0 and the compli- 
cations after 11 ... Axe4 12 Yxe4 
&xc3 13 bec Yxb5 14 Wxe7 favour 
White: 14... Yd7 15 Wf6 Yd8 16 
Wf4 + Horovets-Semina, Moscow 
1983) 10 de &xe6 and with the 
threat of 11 ... d5 Black has excellent 
prospects. 

b) 9 2e2 (Lepeshkin’s recommen- 
dation). White has some advantage 
after 9 ...ab 10 AxbS Raé6 11 0-0 
®bd7 12 Qd2 Yb6 13 a4. Better 
for Black is 10... Aa6 11 0-0 e6!? 
opening White’s weak centre (the 
point e4). 

oO Fe e6!? 


To White’s advantage is 9 ... ab 
10 2xb5 Haé6 (or 10... 2a6 110-0 
Abd7 12 h3 De8 13 Vd2 Ac7 14 
Rxa6 Hxa6 + 4-4 Bagirov- 
Grigorian, Erevan 1982) 11 h3 
(11 0-0 Ab4 12 We2 Bab, Gurieli- 
Gaprindashvili, match 1980, and 
now 13 Sd2 +) 11... De8 12 0-0 
®ec7 13 2c4 Db4 14 We2 + 
Schmidt-Bellon, Lucerne O! 1982. 

10 de Rxe6 
11 &e2 

The game Vladimirov-Popov, 
Moscow 1983, went 11 h3?! d5 12 
ed Sxd5 13 @xd5 Vxd5 (13 ... 
Wxd5 is possible) 14 2e2 ab 150-0 
ba 16 Exa4 Exa4 17 Wxa4d Dc6. 


1) ees ab 
12) &xb5 d5 
If 12... Ha6 130-0 Ab4 14 He2 


YYb6 15h3 d5 l6ed Afxd5 17 Qd2 
White is better since it 1s hard 
for Black to activate his pieces, 
Bagirov-Popov, Moscow 1983. 


13. ed &xd5 
14. @xd5 Wxd5!? 
15 0-0 RFs 

16 ae @c6 (3) 


x7 an 
7/ - on 

6 V/ hak 
eoewii se 


2 eg Fo 
Mt 
ee 


VAG 


4 Of3 13 


For the pawn Black’s game is 
sufficiently active, Gorelov-Kashev, 
Moscow 1984. 


All12 
oe ee 2b7 
9 ad 
Unsuccessful was 9 Sf4 d6 10 
&c4 ab 11 Axb5?! (better was 11 
&xb5) 11... Abd7 12 0-0 Abé 13 
Re2? Dxe4! 14 YWxe4 Had with 
advantage to Black in Psakhis- 
Arbakov, Irkutsk 1983. 
ye e6 
9 ... d6 transposes to a variation 
of All1l that is worse for Black. 
Also possible is 10 Se2 ab 11 
&xb5 &a6 12 Ha3 with the better 
game for White. 


10 =dé6! 
10 de?! fe and 11... dS =. 
i ab 


Black strives to free his queen- 
side. After 10 ... He8 possible are 
11 2e3 or 11 BgS. 


11 &xb5 Nb 
12 &xcé! 2xc6 


130-0 (4) 
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Vere. 


14 4 Df3 


White has the better prospects: 
3... Wb8 14 Be3 Wb4 15 DeS! 
Bxe4 16 Axe4 DAxe4, Bagirov- 
Glek, Tashkent 1984, and now 17 
Ac4! Af6 18 Sd2 Wo8 19 Bc3 
would have secured a clear advan- 
tage for White. 


Al2 

6 Bc3 ab 

7 e4 

Interesting is 7 d6!? and if 7... 

ed?! then 8 e4.b49 &bS witha very 
good game for White: 9... 2a6 10 
Rf4 Wo6 11 a4 Bxb5 12 BxbS 
@h5 13 Be3 Dc6 14 0-0 Be7 15 
Sh6 + Razuvayev-Glek, Tashkent 
1984. More in the spirit of the 
position was to play for rapid 
development with 7 ... &g7 8 
4xb5 0-0 with a sharp game. 

ee b4 

8  e5!? (5) 


BW 


ea 
720 gum eee 


An original continuation. After 
8 4b5 d6 a position in the Zaitsev 
Variation arises. Poor is 8... Axe4? 
in view of 9 We2 f5 10 d6! ed 11 


“4\g5 and White has a strong 
initiative: 11... &b7?! 12 f3 h6 13 
fe hg 14 ef+ Sf7 15 fg+ &g7?! 
16 b3 + Van der Wiel-Hodgson, 
Brussels 1985, or 11 ... d5!? 12 f3 
Re7 13 fe fe 14 We4 +. 

ee be 

9 ef ef! 

Tempting is 9 ... Wa5S 10 be 

Wxc3+ 11 2d2 Wxf6 winning a 
pawn, but after 12 Hcl! White 
firmly seizes the initiative: 12 ... 
&g7 13 2c4 (13 2c3? Yxc3+! 14 
Hxc3 &xc3 #F) 13 ... Yb6 14 0-0 
0-0 15 Hel e6 16 Dg5 h6 17 De4 
a6 18 &e3 + Christiansen- 
R.Andersson, New York 1985. 

10 be 2g7 

11 We2+ We7 12 d6!? Wxe2+ 

13 Qxe2 @a6! with a sharp game. 


“yy 
Zi, 
‘ae 


Y 
A 
“Y, 


OTTTT 


With this move White forces 
Black to determine the position of 
the queenside pawns. The question 
is: how useful will the move a4 be 


later on? 
5 A be 
After 5 ... b4 White cannot 


develop his knight to c3, but in 
return his initiative in the centre 
now develops unhindered: 6 Abd2 
&g7 7 g3 0-08 &g2 d6 9 0-0 Yc7 
10 e4 Abd7 11 Ba2 Bb8 12 b3 e6 
13 de fe 14 e5! @xeS 15 Axe5 de 
16 We2 with advantage to White, 
Sergienko-Zhivodov, USSR 1984. 
6 Ac3 2g7 
7 e4 d6 
In view of the threat of e5 and 
d6 this seems indispensable. How- 
ever, 7 ... 0-0 is possible, intending 
8 eS Dg4 9 Af4 d6! opening the 
e-file at an unfavourable moment 
for White (10 eded 11 &xc4 He8+), 
but after 8 &xc4 the threat of 9 e5 
is unpleasant: 8 ... 2a6 9 &2xa6 
®xa6 10 eS Aga 11 We2 Ab4 12 
0-0 d6 13 e6! f5 14 AgS5 and White 
had the initiative in Romanishin- 
Deze, Novi Sad 1982. 
8 &xc4 0-0 
9 0-0 R.a6 
Black’s strategy is to exchange 
the white-squared bishops in order 
to later exploit the light-square 
weaknesses in White’s camp. 
Other continuations: 
a) 9... 2¢4 10 h3 Qxf3 11 Yxf3 
“bd7 12 We2! De8 13 Qd2 Ac7 
14 Bb] Dbé 15 b4! with the initi- 
ative to White on the queenside. 
b) 9... Dbd7 10 aS Aga 11 Re2 
Hb8 12 h3 Af6 (12 ... Dge5S? 13 


4 Df3 15 


Ael +) 13 Hel De8 14 Ac2 Ac7 
15 Da3 with Dc4 to follow, witha 
blockade of the queenside, Shingak- 
Valdmann, Zamardi 1980. 

c) 9... Das 10 We2 Ab4 11 h3 
f\d7 12 a5 f5 13 ef ExfS 14 g4 
Bxf3 1S Wxf3 De5 with a sharp 
game, Carvalho-Bellon, Malta Ol 
1980. 

10 &b5!? 

The best move. After 10 Ad2 
“fd7 11 We2 &2xc4 12 Axc4d Db6 
13 Bg5 Axc4 14 Wxc4 Dd7 15 f4 
He8 16a5 Hb8 the initiative passed 
to Black in the game Peresipkin- 
Egin, Simferopol 1985. 

100 &xb5 
11 ab “\bd7 

Doubtful is I] ... aS 12 We2 
“{\bd7. White seizes the initiative 
by means of 13 Hdl Wb8 14 h3 
Wb7 15 2f4 Ab6 16 Ha2 Hfe8 
17 8dal + Sosonko-Morrison, 
Thessaloniki O1] 1984, 

12. =h3 (7) 

Directed against the manoeuvre 

.. Ag4-eS. 


\ be 


Zz 
Yay, 
—=Z 

o 


Y 
Va 


16 4 @f3 


The straightforward 12 We2 
HMe8 13 Hdl Ac7 14 2f4 Mb8 15 
e5 promises nothing — 15 ... de 16 
“xe “xe5 1] QxeS Rxe5 18 
Wxe5 A@xbS5!, Lekhky-Lputian, 
USSR 1983. 

After the text White has an extra 
pawn and a central advantage. But 
the bS pawn is weak and the centre 
can be broken open by ... e6. 

£2 3%: “Ae8 

The most exact order of moves. 
Also possible is 12... Yc8 13 We2 
Wb7!? (weaker is 13... He8? with 
the threat of 14 ... e6 because of 
14 Qf4! Abo 15 Hfdl Wb7 16 
Ha6! with advantage to White in 
Cebalo-D.Gurevich, Eksj6 1982) 
14 Ad2 (14 Sf4 cannot be played 
here because of 14... Ae’ 15 Ad2 
“\c7 when 16 4c4 fails to 16... 
“xb5) 14 ... Hfe8!? (threatening 

5... €6) 15 DAc4 a6 16 DaS Wc8 
17 &c6 e6!? with a sharp game, 
Reshevsky-D.Gurevich, USA 1982. 

13. We2 “A\c7 
14. gf4 

Directed against Black’s plan of 
i eres and 15... €6, 

4 & Db6!? 
15 &fdl “c8!? 

Black’s chances are better in 
view of his threats of 16 ... Hb8& 
and 17 ... ¥4%d7, Groszpeter-Hebden, 
Plovdiv 1983. 


A3 
5 We2 (8) 


XY, 
Wagar 


aC 
aid 


By 
on 


YG Wp 
| wi. 
GY 


White plans e4. 
a 4s d6 

On 5 ... be there is 6 e4 &g7 7 
2xc4 0-0 (we have already looked 
at the position after 7 ... d6) 8 e5 
De4 9 Wed d6 10 e6 f5 11 Yd3 
2a6 12 0-0 Rxc4 13 Wxc4 Yo6 
14 Dc3 with a small advantage to 
White in Staniszewski-Sznapik, 
Polanica Zdroj 1984. Possible seems 
5 ... 2g7 and the variation after 
6 e4 d6 will be considered later in 
the text. 6 cb?! a6 leads to positions 
from Al, but 6... @xd5!? follows 
a different path: 7 e4 (7 Yxc5 2b7!? 
8 e4 d69 We2 Af6 10 Ac3 0-0 11 
&d3 a6 with compensation for the 
pawn - Matsukevich) 7 ... Ac7 8 
Wxc5 a6! and White can no longer 
count on retaining the gambit 
pawn (9 @c3? ab 10 Axb5 @Axb5 
11 2xb5 Daé6 and White has prob- 
lems with his king). In Agdestein- 
Vaganian, Naestved 1985, Black 
achieved equality after 9 b6 De6 
10 Yc2 0-0 11 Se3 Bb7 12 Bc4d6 
13 Ac3 Ac5 14 Bxc5 de. 


6 e4 be 
After 6 ... &2g7 7 cb (weaker is 
7 Dc3 b4! 8 Adl 0-09 Ld3 eS! 
with a sound game for Black, 
Pachman-Pyanan, San Felli 1973) 
there arises a position from Al}. 
7 Sxed 
The manoeuvre 7 Abd2 227 
8 4xc4 0-0 weakens the centre. 
Counterattack in the centre gives 
Black good chances: 9 &e2 Abd7 
10 2g5 h6 11 2d2 Ab6 120-0e6!? 
13 de 2xe6 14 He3 d5!, Sveshnikov- 
Mikhalchishin, USSR Ch 1981. 


i 2g7 
8 0-0 0-0 
9 h3 
Preventing both 9 ... &@g4 and 
the standard manoeuvre ... Ag4- 
eo. 
ee “bd7 
Less good is 9... 2a6in view of 


10 4a3!, when if, for example, 10 

. Yc8 11 2f4 Dbd7 12 Habl 
&xc4 13 Axc4 Wab 14 b3 White 
succeeds in strengthening the light 
squares and obtaining a spatial 
superiority, Qi-Leow, Thessaloniki 
Ol 1984. 


10 ®c3 “\b6 
11 &e2 e6!? 
12. de 2xe6 
13. Efdl We7 (9) 


Attacking e4 with the possibility 
of active play in the centre, Black 
has sufficient chances, Anikayev- 
Gorelov, Volgodonsk (Ist League) 
1981. 


4 Df3 17 


4 


9 


"ER ZF] Ai 


“yoy 
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ee 2b7 
In this way Black manages to 
support the move 3 ... bS5. However, 
White now has the opportunity 
to relieve the situation on the 
queenside. 
5 a4 (J0) 


one 


G 
00bTe fe es 9299741) 


noes Ae 


wh Aen get at a 
BMWS 27) a 


Black can tackle the problems 
that arise by means of: 


Bl 3-. a6 
B23... be 
B3 5... b4 
Bl 
5 a6 


18 407 


6 = ab!? 

Consistently relieving the tension 
on the queenside, which allows 
White subsequently to take the 
initiative in the centre. Other pos- 
sibilities are weaker: 

a) 6 Afd2 be 7 e4 e6 8 de de 9 Ac3 
4&c6 10 £3?! Wc7 11 Axc4 Had8 
12 Wc2 Be7 13 Be3 0-0 + Kavalek- 
Miles, Haifa Ol 1976. 

b) 6 g3 g6 7 &2g2 2g7 8 0-0 0-09 
Hfd2 b4 10 e4 e5 11 Ab3 d6 12 
8e3 Abd7, Haik-Biriescu, Bucha- 
rest 1979. 

c) 6 e3 g67 Ac3 b4 8 De2 e6 9 
Mf4 227 10 g3 0-011 Bg2 Be8, 
Ermenkov-Ochoa, Alicante 1978. 


Gap Gs: ab 
7 8xa8 2xa8 
8 Ac3 was 


Another possibility is 8 ... b4 9 
4&b5 WYb6 threatening 10... Axd5. 
From here: 

a) 10 e4!? d6 (10... Axe4 11 2d3) 
11 &2d3 Abd7 12 0-0 g6 13 We2 
Ag4 14 Ad2 Ah6 15f4 + Averkin- 
Belusov, Moscow 1973. 

b) 10 Sf4 Aa6 (10... Axd5 11 cd 
Wxb5 12 e4 Wb7 13 b3 e6 14 Bc4 
+) 1le4 Axe4 12 2d3 Hf6 13 0-0 
e6 14 de fe 15 @g5 + Charushin- 
Palm, corres 1978, with the better 
prospects for White. 

9 g2f4! 

A strong intervening move. At 
one time 9 4d? used to be played, 
directed against 9 ... b4 10 @b3 
Yb6 11 Da4 We7 12 £3 d6 13 e4 g6 


14 2d3 Rg7 15 0-0 0-0 16 Bg5 
when, due to the preparation of 
the advance e5, White has the 
initiative, Kan-Keres, USSR Ch 
1955. More exact, however, is 9... 
e6!? 10 e4 b4! and it turns out that 
after 11 &b3 the indefensibility of 
the e-pawn tells. There remains 
11 @b5 d6 12 2d3 Abd7 13 0-0 
Re7 14 £4 Yb6 15 We2 and despite 
White’s freer game, Black has 
sufficient counterplay, Rodriguez- 
Bukal, Karlovac 1979. 


DO inc d6 
10 A&Ad2 b4 
11) = Ab5 “\xd5 
On I1... g6 12 e4 Abd7 13 DAb3 


Wb6 14 Wal 2b7 15 Wa5 White 
has a clear advantage, Dorfman- 
Mochalov, USSR 1981. 

The continuation in the text 
allows Black to win a pawn. 


12. cd Wxb5 
13 e4 Was 
14 &c4 Wa2 
15 9d3(/1) 

11) 2! 


cy uate 
* Ud, 
Y 


et va 
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But for the pawn White obtains 


a significant superiority in the 
centre, Gorelov-Yanovsky, Mos- 
cow 1984. 


B2 
2) eer be 
6 B&c3 26 
Unsuccessful is 6... a5 in view 
of 7 2d2,e.g.7... Aa6 8 e4 Ab4 


9 &xc4 Bab 10 b3! Ad3 (10 .. 
&xc4 11 be Hd3? 12 we2 Db? 13 
&b5 +)11 Se2 Ab2 12 AbS! Wd8 
13 Wo2 Axc4 14 be + Sosonko- 
Knaak, Amsterdam 1974. 

Interesting is 6... e6 7 e4 ed 8 ed 
d69 2xc4 Be7 100-0 0-0 11 Hel 
He8 (11 ... Abd7 12 a5 Dea 13 
2f4 + Semenyuk-Filtser, corres 
1976) 12 &f4 Abd7 13 a5 (prevent- 
ing 13 ... Ab6) 13 ... a6 14h3 BF8 
15 Hxe8 Dxe8 16 YWd2 and White 
has the freer game and the better 
chances, Spraggett-Qi, Taxco IZ 
1985. 


7 ed 2g7 
8 &xc4 
Unclear is 8 e5?! Ag4 9 Bf4 
because of 9 ... d6! 10 ed 0-0!?. 
S$ x 0-0 
9 0-0 d6 


10 =h3 

A prophylactic move, directed 
against the possible manoeuvre 
4\g4-e5. Premature would be 10 
e5 de 11 DxeS in view of 11... DHe8 
12 Hel ®d6 with a promising 
game for Black. 

The game Wirthensohn-Holmov, 


4 Df 19 


Timisoara 1977, went 10 Het Aab6 
11 a5?! Db4 12 Ha3?! Bb8 13 BgsS 
h6 14 Sf4 g5 15 Qcl Sc8 with 
counterplay for Black. 
LO vee “\bd7 
11 a5 
On 11 We2 possible is 11... Ab6 
12 2b5 a6 13 2d3 We7 14 a5 
Abd7 15 &c4 and White had the 
upper hand in Buki¢é-Martin, Olot 
1973. Worthy of attention was 13 
.a5!?, when Black has reasonable 
chances in the struggle for the key 


point c4. 
bh Se. “ye8 
12 We2 A\e7 
13 afd Hb8 


14 fd (/2) 

14 e5 would be untimely as after 
14... de 15 Axe5 Axe5 16 Bxe5 
&xe5 17 Wxe5 Wd6 18 Bfel Bes 
Black has managed to stabilise 
his position, Zilberstein-Grigorian, 
USSR 1972. 


White’s position has good pros- 
pects. It is difficult for Black to 


20 4 Of 


generate activity: 14 ... 2a8 15 
Wco2 Hb4 16 b3. 


B3 
se b4 

As a result of this continuation 
the scene of action shifts to the 
centre. 

6 B@bd2 

White plans to play e4 and then 
fianchetto both bishops. Another 
idea is 6 2g5 d6 (weaker is 6... h6 
7 2xf6 gf 8e4 2279 Rd3 f5 105 
e6 11 0-0 a5 12 Abd2 Dab 13 Bel 
with better chances for White in 
the centre) 7 Abd2 (on 7 &xf6 
could come 7 ... ef 8 e4 269 2d3 
Rg7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Abd2 @d7 
- sharper was 11... f5 12 ef &xb2 
13 Bbl Rg7 - 12 Yc2 DeS witha 
complicated game) 7... Abd7 8 e4 
h6 9 &xf6 @xf6 10 g3 We7 11 
Rh3?! Qc8 12 Axc8 Hxc8 13 0-0 
g6 14 Bel h5 with a difficult 
game for both sides in Psakhis- 
Bareyev, Kharkov 1985. 

6 xs d6 
7 e4 (13) 

White can,for the time being 
refrain from this advance in favour 
of fianchettoing his bishops: 7 g3 
26 8 Qg2 e5!? 9 de fe 10 0-0 We7 
11 b3 2g7 12 2b2 Dc6 13 Hc2 0-0 
14 Had] Sac8 and Black has a 
promising game with sufficient 
counterchances on the queenside 
(against b3), Epishin-Barkovsky, 
Leningrad 1985. 


De e5 


It is worth noting that recently a 
different system has been employed: 
7 ... 68 b3 (otherwise it is difficult 
to develop the queen’s bishop) 8... 
2279 2b2 0-0 10 Ye2 (10 2e2e5 
1! 0-0 DHS 12 Del A”F4 13 Ad3 
@xd3 14 &xd3 f5 15 f4 + Sideif 
Zade-Odeyev, Volgograd 1985) 10 
... €6 (10... e5!?) 11 2d3 Dbd7 12 
0-0 eS 13 Del h5S!? 14 g3 h4!? 
(otherwise White seizes the initiative 
after 15 £4) 15 &g2 hg 16 fg DhS 
with sharp play, Basin-Tseshkovsky, 
Minsk 1985. 

8 = g3 

In the event of 8 de?! fe9 2d3 
(unsuccessful is 9 eS de 10 Axe5S 
“bd7 +) Black stabilises the 
position in the centre with 9 ... e5! 
10 We2 Ac6, for example 11 Afl 
Dd4 12 Axd4 ed 13 f4 Be7 14 
4\g3 0-0 15 0-0 @d7 with equality 
for Black in Balashov-Platonov, 
Leningrad 1971. 

aes 26 


9 222 &g7 
10 =+b3 
Or 10 0-0 @bd7 11 Del (more 
active is 11 @h4!?) 11... 0-0?! 12 
Ad3 Bh8 13 b3 We7 14 2b2 Hae8 
15 f4 and White had taken the 
initiative in Malich-Knaak, East 
Germany 1975. However, after 11 
. We7!? and then 12 ... aS and 
13 ... 0-0-0 Black’s position is safe 


enough. 
0) ex Dbd7 
11 &b2 We7 
12 We2 0-0-0 
13. 0-0-0 (74) 


"Wag 


White’s chances are slightly 


better. He has good long-term 
prospects of transferring the knight 
from f3 to d3 via e! with f4 to follow, 
Polovodin-Barkovsky, Leningrad 
1985. 


C 
4... be (15) 
Now White comfortably develops 
his pieces. 
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5 &c3 26 
6 e4 d6 
7 Rxcd4 


Spending time on the manoeuvre 
“\d2xc4 is not justified: 7 @d2 
&g7 8 Axc4 0-09 Be2 Abd7 10 
&g5 h6 11 2d2 Abé6 12 0-0 e6 13 
de 2xe6 14 De3 d5! with equality 
for Black in the game Sveshnikov- 
Mikhalchishin, USSR Ch 1981. 

—_— 2g7 

Deserving attention is 7 . 
“bd7 8 0-0 2279 Hel 0-0 10 h3 
(10 2g5 h6 11 &f4 g5? 12 Bcl 
gd 13 Be2 AgeS 14 Dd2 We7 
15 @fl c4 16 Be3 + Tal-Diaz, 
Biel [Z 1976, although better was 

1 ... Ag4 and then ... AgeS) 10... 
b6 11 2b3 Afd7 12 Rf4 We7 
13 Wd2 a5!? with complicated play, 
Popov-Zilberman, Moscow 1983. 

8 e5!? 

Quieter is 8 0-0, after which 
Black can prevent the advance e5 
by either 8 ... Abd7 or 8... Bg4. 
a) 8... Abd7 9 Hb1 0-0 10 h3 
4\b6 11 QbS e6 12 de fe 13e5 DdS 
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14 De4 + 
1978. 
b) 8... 2249 h3 2xf3 10 Yxf3 0-0 
11 We2 Abd7 12 Bd2 We7 13 
Hacl @b6 14 Ba6! Afd7 15 b3 
with advantage to White, Kogan- 
Gurevich, USA 1982. 
§ ce de 
9 &xe5 0-0 
It would be a mistake to play 
9 ... Afd7 because of 10 @xf7 
&xf7 11 d6+ intending 12 Wf3+, 
when Black loses material. 
10 =0-0 &b7 
In the game Balashov-Stein, 
Moscow 1971, after 10 ... Afd7 
11 2c6?! Axc6 12 dc Ab6 13 Be2 
“We7 14 Sf3 2a6 15 Hfel Bad8 
Black obtained a comfortable 
game, but the complications after 
11 @xf7 Hxf7 12 d6 favour White: 
2... Ab6 13 Bxf7+ Sxf7 14 Wf3+ 
2f6 (14... &g8? 15 Begs Yxd6 16 
Had! +) 15 de Wxe7 16 2g¢5, when 
White has dangerous threats. 


Kivkal-Gutman, Riga 


11 Wb3 Wh6!? 
12. Hel 4\a6 
13 = (16) 


White stands more actively, 
Korchnoi-Sax, London 1980. 


i ae e6 (17) 


or 
Aaa 


ioe 


The position mee has arisen 1s 
well known in opening theory as 
the Blumenfeld Gambit. Ignoring 
the sacrificed pawn, Black counter- 
attacks the White centre. The 
positional justification of such 
activity by Black at such an early 
stage of the game is that White has 
no opportunity to strengthen his 
centre, since 5 4ic3 is met by 57. 
b4 and 5 e4 by 5... Axe4. 

There are two basic possibilities: 
D1 5 de 


D2 5 &g5 
D1 
5 de fe 
6 cb d5 (18) 


For his sacrificed pawn Black 
has obtained a pawn centre which, 
after the completion of his develop- 
ment, is able to advance. Five con- 
tinuations have been tested: 


ARAB 
S27 


DI3 7 S25 
Did 7 af4 
D15 7 g3 


D1I1 
7 B&c3 d4 

This is forced. Itis dangerous to 
allow 8 e4, e.g. 7... Bb7 8 e4! de 
(ores ... d4 9 eS! de 10 Waxds+ 
Sxd8 11 ef with advantage to 
White) 9 Wxd8+ Sxd8 10 DeS!. 
when despite the material equality 
Black stands worse. For example, 

... %e8 11 2f4 2d6 12 Hdl 
2d5 13 Ag6 hg 14 Qxd6 Abd7 
15 Qe2 + Ehlvest-Rogers, Tallinn 
1985. 


8 Dbl Wa5S+ 
9 2d2 Wrxb5 
10 a3?! Wxb2 
11 Se4 Wb7 (19) 


White seems to have excellent 
chances for his sacrificed pawn in 
view of the better development of 
his pieces, but Black maintains his 
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defensive position, for example 
12 g3 4c613 2g2 Ad5 140-0 Be7 
and White doesn’t have a decisive 
way of reinforcing his position. 


D12 
2d6 (20) 
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Li 
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The most common continuation. 
White can choose between several 


plans: 

D121 8 &c3 preparing the 
advance e4 

D122 8 e2 intending kingside 
development 

D123 8 b3 intending queenside 
development 
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D121 
8 Bc3 2b7 

Possible is 8... Abd7, intending 
to answer 9 e4 with 9 ... d4!, 
defending the square e5 in good 
time from the threat of 10 e5. For 
example: 9 2d3 2b7 10 e4 0-0 
(sharper is 10... d4!?) 11 We2 De5 
12 @xeS BxeS5 13 0-0 c4 14 Bc2 
with some advantage to White 
in Kivlan-Agafanov, Riga 1980. 
Worse is 8... 0-0 in view of 9 e4!. 

9 e4 “\bd7!? 

Recommended by the Yugoslav 
ECO. On 9... d4 strong is 10e5! + 
as in Reti-Rellstab, Brno 1931: 10 
. &xf3 11 Wxf3 Bxe5 12 Ded! 
(not 12 Yxa8 de +F) 12 ... Abd7 
I3)o\e5 =. But after 9... de 10 
Dg5! 2d5 11 We2 Dbd7 12 
#Agxe4d DeS 13 AxdS ed 14 Dxf6t 
Wxf6 15 2e2 0-0 16 0-0 and White 
has the better chances, Browne- 
Quinteros, Buenos Aires 1980. 

10 ed ed 
11 e2 

Dangerous is 11 We2+ &f8 12 
495 in view of 12... 4b6! with the 
threat of ... Hae8. 

| ere 0-0 
12 0-0 (21) 

Black’s position holds good 
long-term chances, despite his 
being a pawn down. He can play 
12 ... d4 without fear of 13 &c4+ 
Bh8 14 AgS as then comes 14... 
Ae5 +, or 12... Wc7 and then 13 
... Hae8 with a growing initiative. 


z 
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D122 
8 Re2 
White plans to complete his 
kingside development. 


S$ a3 &b7 
9 0-0 0-0 
10 “&c3 


On 10 a4 possible is 10 ... a5!? 
blocking White’s queenside pawns. 
Sahovi¢-Barlov, Vrnjacka Banja 
1981, went 10 Abd2 Abd7 11 We2 
We7 12 e47! Axe4 13 Axe4 de 14 
Ag5 Af6 1S Ah3 AdS 16 f3 e3 17 
&c4 Hae’ and Black had secured 
an advantage. 

LOM, ..: “\bd7 
11 b3 

11 e4 proved unsuccessful on 
account of 1] ... d4 and then 12 
Dad DAxe4 13 b4 ch 14 Wxd4 We7 
15 2e3 Adf6 16 Had] SdS witha 
complicated game in Renman- 
Prewoznik, Ostrava 1983. 

Minovic-Grabe, 1974, went 11 
a4 @h8 12 b4 cb 13 Da2 Ded 14 
Rb2 Ye7 15 g3 Hac8 16 Ad4 DeS 


with a better game for Black. 


|) ee We7 
12 2b2 Had8 
Also possible is 12...e5 with the 
threat of 13... e4 
is) YcZ e5 
14 &fel e4 
15 &d2 He5 (22) 


cn wa 
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Black has secured a very pro- 
mising position in the centre and 
on the kingside. This position was 
first encountered in the game 
Tarrasch-Alekhine, Pistyan 1922, 
when after 16 Adi Afg4 17 Axg4 
@xg4 18 @fl Wg5! Black had a 
dangerous attack against the white 
king. 

In another example, .16 f4 ef 17 
Axf3 DAfg4 18 2d3 Axf3+ 19 gf 
#xe3 20 2xh7+ Wh8 also turned 
out to be unsatisfactory for the 
first player, Sinadinovic-Sahovic, 
Nis 1981. 


D123 
8  b3 (23) 
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ee 0-0 

9 2b2 “\bd7 
10 Mbd2 We7 
11 = &d3 


White has completed the deploy- 
ment of his pieces, with the aim of 
preventing the advance ... e5-e4. 

1) eer e5!? 
Black has to play this move. 
1... 2b7 12 We2 Hac8 13 0-0 
{\b6?! (better was 13 ... e5 14 e4 
c4!? with a sharp game) 14 e4 c4 
15 be Dxe4 16 Bxed de 17 DeS 
We5 18 Dxe4 WES 19 Ac6 + and 
White has the upper hand, Keller- 
Epstein, Vladimir 1979. 
12 e4 c4! 

Black sacrifices a pawn to free 

the c5 square for his knight. 


13 be Ayc5 

14. We2 de 

15 @xe4 ‘afxe4 
16 &xe4 4&)xe4 

17 Wxed4 Rb7 (24) 


Despite his two extra pawns 
White faces a difficult defence 
since on the retreat of the queen 
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Yi & Gx 
(18 We2) 18 ... e4 is unpleasant, 


with an attack for Black, Larsen- 
Smagar, corres 1980-83. 
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Bogueoms 
The idea behind this move is 
clear: to develop the queen’s bishop 
before playing 8 e3. 
( Re7 
It would be a mistake to play 
7... Wa5+ 8 Wd2 WxbS in view of 
9 e4! Wb7 10 Qxf6 gf 11 ed Wxd5 
12 Ye3 when White has the advan- 
tage. The same goes for 7... 2d6 
because of 8 e4! intending 8 ... de 
9 Afd2 Be5 10 Ac3 Bb7 11 Rc4 
ana 12 We2 =. 


But possible is 7 ... 2b7, since 
after 8 e3 2d6!?9 4c3 0-0 10 Be2 
&bd7 11 0-0 Bh8 12 Bh4 Ye7 13 
&d3 e5 Black took the initiative 
in Ivanov-Mnatsakanian, Erevan 
1977. Sharper here was 8 e4!? de 
9 Wxd8+ &xd8 10 DeS we8 11 
&d2!? (11 Ac3 Qd6) and 12 Adc4 
with an unclear game. 

8 e3 0-0 
9 Re2 &b7 

Interesting is 9 ... a6!? 10 ba 
&xa6 opening the queenside, for 
example 11 0-0 @c6 12 Ac3 Yb6 
13 Qxa6 Wxa6 14 h4, Tavadian- 
Arkhipini, Erevan 1981. After 14 

. Hab8 Black has a sufficiently 
active game for the pawn. 
10 Ac3 “\bd7 
11 0-0 We7 

Insufficiently active is 11 ... 
We8 12 Wce2 Qd6 (not II ... e5? 
because of 12 &xf6) 13 Hfel Hd8 
14 Bad1 and White has the better 
chances in view of the threat of 
15 e4, Kholmov-Portisch, Hungary 
1959. 


12 Hel Hae8 (26) 


on 
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After 13 2h4 2d6 14 2g3e5 15 
b4 c4 the game is unclear, Kan- 
Goldenov, Moscow 1946. 


D14 


7 £4 (27) 


An idea analogous to7 &g5. 


‘ ar 2.d6 
8 Rxd6 Wxd6 
9 bd2 


White’s plan consists of prepar- 
ing the counter-punch e4 in the 
centre. 

BPs 0-0!? 

More exact than 9 ... Abd7 in 
view of 10 e3!?0-011 2e2a612ba 
&Rxab6 13 0-0 Yb6 14b3, and White 
can put his trust in his extra pawn, 
Rossetto-Szabo, Buenos Aires 1955. 

10 g3 

On 10 e3 there could follow 10 
... a6 1] ba 2xa6 12 Be2 Dc6!? 13 
0-0 8fb8 14 b3 eS and if 15 e4 de 
16 4g5 then 16... Qxe2 17 Wxe2 
Wd7! with a good game for Black 
(Vorotnikov). 

TO: see a6 
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11 ba &xa6 
12) &h3 “\c6 
13 0-0 e5 (28) 
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Black has enough initiative for 
the pawn, Nikolic-Barlov, Vrbas 
1982. 


WaSt!? (29) 
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The most straightforward reply. 


Black simply wins back the pawn, 
since 8 4\c3 hands the advantage 


to Black after 8 ...d49 Wad Wb6. 
8 &bd2 Wxb5 
9 222 Re7 


In Osnos-Kozlov, Chelyabinsk 
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1975, Black tried 9 ... 2b7?!, but 
after 10 0-0 @c6 11 e4! White had 
the advantage, for example [1 ... 
de 12 Ags5 Ad4 13 Adxe4 0-0-0 
14 ®c3 Yabo 15 Bel. 


10 0-0 “c6 
11 e4 0-0!? 
Both 11 ...deand 11 ...d4 create 


weaknesses in the Black position 
and are rarely seen. 

12. »b3 

It is clear that 12 Hel is refuted 

by 12... c4!. Zilberman-Kapengut, 
USSR 1975, continued 13 ed ed 14 
Be5 Axe5 15 HxeS AcSand Black 
used the weakness of f2 to seize the 
initiative. 

0 oe a5!? (30) 
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The plan a attacking on the 
queenside promises Black sufficient 
counterplay, e.g. 13 Hel a4 14 ed 
ed 15 &b2 a3 16 Qcl Bf5 17 Of1 
Ha7 18 ®e3, Gulko-Grigorian, 
USSR Ch 1974, and now with 18 
... Be4!? 19 DgS Axg2 20 DAxg2 
4\b4! Black would have obtained 
the better game. 
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This continuation has the best 
reputation against the Blumenfeld 
Gambit. 

Black has three possibilities at 
his disposal using the early develop- 
ment of the bishop: 


DAIS ane 
D22 5... Wast+ 
D2355 72 ed 


The continuations 5 ... 2b7 and 
5 ... be are considered unfavourable 
for Black: 
a) 5... 2b7 6 e4 Wa5+ 7 Yd2 
Wxd2+ 8 Afxd2 b4 9 2d3 d6 10 
0-0 @d7 11 f4 + Griinfeld-Michell, 
Margate 1923. 


b) 5... be 6 e4 Wa5+ 7 Qd2! Yb6 
8 yes =) 
D21 

Sas h6 

6 &xf6 Wxf6 (32) 


The starting position of this 
variation. The vulnerability of b2 
prevents White from quickly play- 
ing 7 e4? because of 7... Yxb2. 
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7 @c3 
7 Y¥c2 is considered inadequate 
in view of 7 ... b4!? followed by 8 
“@bd2 g5 9 e4 g4 10 Ag. It is 
interesting that the position after 
10... 2g7 11 Bb1 hS 12 2d3 d6 
13 De2 Ad7 144! gf 15 Axf3 DeS 
16 0-0 Wh6 17 AeS Bxe5 18 Shl 
occurred in both Nikoli¢-Miles, 
Tunis IZ 1985, and Rodriguez- 
Martin, Biel 1985. The first game 
went 18...h419 Dg) Yeg7 20 AfF3 
223 21 e5!? and the second 18 .. 
h4 19 Ag] Weg7 20 Af3 2f4 21 a3 
with in both casesa sharp position 
and the better chances for White. 
After 7 Yc2 b4!? Tarjan-Dieks, 
Wijk aan Zee II 1974, went 8e4 g5 
9 h3?! (better was 9 Abd2)9... hS! 
10 eS Yg7 11 Dbd2 g4 12 hg hg 
13 &xh8 Wxh8 with a fine game 
for Black. 
5p ees b4 
8 DbS5!? 
On 8 4e4?! possible is 8 ... 
xb2 9 Hb1 Wa3 10 ¢3 f5!. The 
complications after 11 ®e5?! fe 12 
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Wh5+ &d8 13 Af7+ &c7 14 Axh8 
g5 are in Black’s favour, Garcia- 
Knaak, Tunis 1984. 

3 ws &d8!? 

A carefully tested line is 8 . 
Dab 9 e4 (9 We2 g5! 10 de fe il 
Hdl 297 was to Black’s advantage 
in Popov-Dieks, Wijk aan Zee 
1974) 9 ... gS (dangerous is 9 ... 
Wxb2 10 @d3 d6 11 0-0 2d7 12 
Wa4! +) 10 eS Wf4 11 2d3! 
(nothing is promised from 11 Y4d2 
Wxd2+ 12 &xd2 2b7 13 a3 Yd8 
14 d6 2g7 with difficulties for 
both sides in Vukic-Ljubojevic, 
Yugoslav Ch 1972) 11 ... g4 12 
Wd2 Wxd2+ 13 Axd2 &d8 14 de fe 
15 2e4 + Polugayevsk y-Ljubojevié, 
Manila 1975. 

9 e4 25 

This move is directed against 
10 e5 in view of 10 ... Yg7! and 
carries the threat of 11 ...g4(11h3 
h5), when Black’s chances are 
better. 

Not dangerous for Black is 10 
Wad in view of 10... a5. 

10 ~=—h3 (33) 
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The threat of 11 e5 is very dan- 
gerous for Black, for example 10 

. &b7?! 11 e5! Weg7 12 Wad ad 
13 0-0-0! + De Boer-Rogers, Wijk 
aan Zee 1985. No better is 10...h5 
because of 11 h4! g4 12 Ag5. Test- 
ing is still required on 10... Yxb2 
lle5. After 11...a6 12 Hb1l Wxa2 
13 Hal ab(after 13... Yb2 14 Wa4 
a5 15 2d3 Black has a difficult 
position) 14 Hxa2 Hxa2 15 2e2! 
+ Black has trouble activating his 
pieces. 


D22 
Se Wa5+ (34) 
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White has at his disposal four 
ways of getting out of check. 
D221 6 Rd2.. 

D222 6 Abd2 
D223 6 Ac3 
D224 6 Yd2 


D221 
6 2d2 
This is the weakest continuation 


since after 6... Yb6 7 Ac3 be 8 e4 
8a6 Black has a good position, 
for example 9 We2 ed 10 €5 
Web 11 0-0-0 Ae4 12 Axe4 de 13 
Wxe4 d5! with a complicated game 
in Plachetka-Prewoznik, Polanica 
Zdroj 1980. 


D222 
6 Abd2 

ECO now considers that the con- 
tinuation 6... Ae4 7 Wc2?! Axgs 
8 AxgS Be7 9 |f3 d6 leads to 
equality. However, the variation 
7 b4! Yxb4 8 Hb1 Yc39 Hb3 Was 
10 Hxb5 Yc3 11 Hb3 Wa5S12 Yo!! 
“#xd2 13 &xd2 We7 14 e4 gives 
White the advantage. 

More critical is 6... be 7 &xf6 gf 
8 e4 Ba6!? (poor is 8 ... £5? 9 de fe 
l0ef &d8 11 &xc4 2b7 12 Ags + 
Spassov-Manolov, Pnmorsko 1975) 
9 We2c3 10 bc (10 &xa6? cd +) 10 
. Qxfl 11 &xfl @g7 12 g3 0-0 13 
&g2 f5 with a sharp game. 


D223 

6 Ac3 

. Ded 7 A2d2 Axd2 8 Wxd2 
b4 se bc?! 9 e4 d6 10 e5! de 11 
&xc4 206 12 2xa6 Yxa6 130-00 + 
Akhmilovskaya-Pikhailich, Tbilisi 
1982) 9 @d1 d6 (sharper was 9 ... 
g6 10 h4 h6 11 g3 Sg7 12 Bg2 
&b7 13 e4 Dabo 14 De3 0-0-0!? 15 
hS &b8 with a complicated game 
in Lanéevic-Fernandez, Marbella 
1982) 10e4 e5 11 h4 @d7 12 2d3 


Af6 13 De3 g6 14a3 Bh6 15 0-0 
Y¥b6 16 ab cb 17 cS and White’s 
chances are preferable, Hartston- 
Martin, England 1981. 


D224 
6 Wd2 Wxd2+ 
7 G&bxd2 be 
8 2xf6 


Stressing Black’s pawn weak- 
nesses, which will be particularly 
vulnerable in the ending. Less 
exact is 8 e4 A®a69 Sxc4 Zc7 10 
d6 Aabo 11 e5 Dg4 12 h3 DxeS5 13 
Axe5 f6 14 Bf4 fe 15 2xeS Ab4 
16 0-0 &b7 with an unclear posi- 


tion Chigureanu-Inkiev, Berlin 
1984. 

ae Acs, ef 

9 e4 Dabo 


Planning to transfer the knight 
lo e7. Tempting is 9 ... Re7 10 
&Sxc4 £5, but after 11 0-0-0! 2a6 
12 &b1 0-0 13 Hhel White’s ad- 
vantage is clear, Lukov-Semkov, 
Bulgarian Ch 1977. 

10 &xcd4 
11 0-0-0 

Also possible is 11 Hdl &b7 12 
0-0, forexample 12... #d8 13 Db3 
d6 14 AaS Bab 15 Qxab6 DAxaé 16 
Ac4 &d717 Hd2 &c7 with advan- 
tage to White, Zivanovic-Ristic¢, 
Smederevska Palanka 1981. 


“\c7 


i ee Eb8 
12 hel Hes 
13. g3 &b7 


14. Db1!? (35) 
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White is developing a strong 
initiative in the centre and has 
the better chances, Bukic-Inkiev, 
Vrnjatka Banja 1983. 
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D231 6... Wa5+ 
D232 6... h6 
D231 
6... WaSt+ 


Black exchanges on d5 on move 
5 especially to play this check, since 
now White cannot play 7 Y4¥d2 as 
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it loses the pawn on d5. 
7 G&c3 Ded 

Unsuccessful is 7 ... 2e7 8 dé! 
2d8 9 a4 b4 10 AdS + Razuvayev- 
Kozlov, USSR 1975. 

8 s£d2! 

Otherwise Black exchanges the 
bishop on g5 with advantage, for 
example 8 ¥/d3 @xg59 Axg5 Be7 
10 De4 c4 11 Wd4 0-0 12 d6 Qd8 
13 Wd5 Ba6! 14 24(14 Yxa8 Ac6 
+) 14... Ac6 15 Bg2 b4 and Black’s 
chances were preferable in Haik- 
Barlov, Vrnjatka Banja 1981. 

& 3. &)xd2 
9 &xd2!? 

Directed against the possibility 
of .» b4, which would allow the 
knight to occupy the c4 square. 
On 9 Yxd2 there could follow 9... 
b4 10 Ad1 c4!? with an intensifi- 


cation of the struggle (11 ... c3 is 
threatened). 
Dey ies d6 
Or 9... b4 10 Acb!1 (10 Ac4? 


Wao +F) 10... Qa6 Il e4 g6 12 
Rxa6 Wxa6 13 We2 d6 14 DAc4 
&e7 15 Abd2 and White has 
taken firm control of the point c4, 
Petrosian-Sax, Niksic 1983. 
10 ~e4 a6 

On 10... b4 already possible is 
11 @c4!. After I]... Yd8 12 Abl 
Re7 13 2d3 0-0 14 0-0 Sf6 15 
Abd2 Abd7 16 We2 (16 Axd6?! 
Rxb2- 16... eS 17 Axc8c4 + - 
17 Hbl 2c3 18 ADAxc8 Exc8 19 
“Ac4 BDe5 with equality, Browne- 


Matulovic, Buenos Aires 1979) 16 
.. DeS 17 £4!2 White has the more 
active game. 


Il ad!?? 
Striving to weaken the c4 square. 
LY wes b4 
12. Acbl Re7 
13. Be2 0-0 
Alternatively 13 ... Ad7 14 0-0 


2f6 15 Ac4 We7 with initiative to 
White, Kuligowski-Ermenkov, Ni8 
1979. 

14 0-0 We7 

15 Ac4 a5 

16 Abd2 (37) 
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White has firmly seized the 
initiative - Spassov-Martinovic, 
Vrnjactka Banja 1984. 


D232 
G2. h6 
6 ... d6 is too passive: 7 e4! a6 
8 a4! 2e7 9 Bxf6 Bxf6 10 ab 
&xb2 11 Ha2 2f6 12 Abd2 0-0 
13 2d3 with a significant edge to 
White. 


7 Rxf6 Wxf6 


8 We2 

The most common continuation, 
defending the pawn on b2 and 
supporting the move e4. Unclear 
are: 
a) 8 e4 Wxb2 9 Abd2 c4! 10 Hbl 
Wa3 11 Bxb5 2b4 12 Yb! a5 13 
&xc4 Q2a6 with a sharp game, 
Grigorian-Arbakov, Moscow 1981. 
b) 8 Wel d6 (risky is 8 ...c49 Ac3 
&b4 because of 10 We3+! Ye7 11 
Wxe7+ &xe7 12 Ad4 and White 
seizes the initiative -— Browne- 
Timman, Lone Pine 1977) 9 e4 a6 
10 @c3 BAd7 with a fairly equal 
game. 

ee d6 

The centre must be blocked: 8 ... 
4\a6?! 9 e4! Hb8 10 Ac3 c4 11 5! 
+ — Sher. 


9 e4 a6 
10 a4 b4 
Not 10... ba in view of 11 @c3 


Re7 12 Ad2 0-0 13 Axa4 Ad7 14 
Be2 Hb8 15 0-0 + Sher-Kozlov, 
Odessa 1980. 
11. Abd2 “\d7 

On 11 ... &g4? strong is 12 e5! 
de 13 Bed. After 13 ... WF4 14 
“fd2 2f5 15 2d3 the poor posi- 
tion of the black queen gave White 
the advantage in Chernin-Miles, 
Tunis I[Z 1985. 

An analogous operation follows 
11 ... g5?!: 12 e5! de 13 Ac4 and 


4 Df 33 


Black’s position collapses after 
I2 a5. 

Possible is 11 ... a5!?, intending 
2... Ra6 or 12 ... 26. 

IZ as 

On 12 &d3 there could follow 
12 ... g5, for example 13 Ac4 Rg7 
(13 ... g4?! 14 eS! with complications 
advantageous to White) 14 0-0 0-0 
15 Hael We7 with a complicated 
game, Tatai-Rodriguez, Skopje Ol 
1972. 


129 2. 26 
Deserving attention Is 12... g5. 
13. Ac4 &g7 
14. 2d3 0-0 
15 0-0 He8 (38) 
| Y 


BS). 
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White’s position is more active 
and his chances are better both on 
the queenside and in the centre. 
He can even consider the plan 
4fd2 followed by f4, as in the game 
MacCambridge-Shirazi, New York 
1982. 


. 


mt : 
giutn 
mee 

— wae ABA 


Forcing a decision on the posi- 
tion of the queenside pawns by 
means of: 


Aa, oC 

B 4... b4 

A 
na be 
5 Gc3 d6 


Other possibilities: 
a)5...e€6 6 e4 de 7 e5!? d4!? 8 ef d5 


(8 ...dc9 2xc4 +)9 &xc4!? de 
10 Wf3 dc 11 Wxa8 2e6 12 WF3 
“\d7 with a sharp game, Keene- 
Borik, Berlin 1980. 
b)5...e56e4d67 2xc4 26 8 Af3 
S27 9 0-0 0-0 10 h3 Aaé 11 Del 
Hb8 and White has the better pros- 
pects on the queenside, Sosonko- 
Spott, Amsterdam 1985. 
c) 5... Wa5 6 2d2 Da67 e4 d6 8 
&xc4 Ab4 9 Age? 96 10 2b5 Bd7 
11 0-0 &g7 and White held the 
initiative in the game Formanek- 
Bellon, Hastings 1985-6. 

6 e4 (40) 


catatae 
a na nee 


Black has the choice between: 


Al 6... 26 
A2 6... 2a6, defending c4 
Al 
Ges. £6 
7 gxc4 


Risky is 7 f4 &2g7 8 Af3 0-0 9 
Rxc4 a6 10 Ad?2 e6! 11 de fe 12 
Sxe6t+ Ph8 13 Rc4d5! and Black 
was dangerously active in Vaiser- 
Lputian, USSR 1983. 

Bae ces &g7 
8 Af3 

White plays to prepare the 
thrust e5. 

Passive is 8 Age2 because of 8 ... 
0-0 9 0-0 2a6 10 Rxa6 Axaé6 11 
Ha3 DAb4 12 h3 Wb6 13 Be3 Wab! 
and Black had achieved an active 
game in lIyakyev-Mikhalchishin, 
Varna 1977, 

Ba 0-0 
ae. -Lisa, USSR Ch 1973, went 
. Dfd7?! 9 0-0 Hab 10 RF4 0-0 
a Wa2 He8 12 Hfel Dc7 13 e5 +. 
9 0-0 Ra6 (41) 


Y 


er 
i= 


4a4 35 


We have now transposed to 
variation A2 on page 14. 


A2 
6s. R.a6 
7 f4 

Black’s plan of holding on to 
the pawn involves a loss of time. 
In such circumstances White must 
strive for an active game in the 
centre: 

Also possible is 7 Af3 g6 8 Ad2 
227 9 @Dxc4 0-0 10 Be2 Abd7 
11 0-0 Ab6 12 Aa3 Re2 13 Wxe2 
Yd7 with a complicated position, 
Tatayev-Gurevich, Moscow 1978. 

(ae Abd7 (42) 


aetTe 


. By 


‘A - a 
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Another possibility to prevent 
the potential threat of eS is 7... e6 
8 Af3 ed (safer is 8... RE7 9 Qe2 
ed 10 ed - unclear is 10 e5 in view of 
10... ed 11 fe De4 12 4xd5 Dxc3! 
- 10 ... Hbd7 11 0-0 0-0 and in 
Tobosz-Knaak, East Germany v 
Poland 1978, White secured the 
initiative after 12 aS Wb8 13 Ad2 


36 4a4 


Wb4 14 g4!) but White still has the 
unpleasant blow 9 e5!. This leads 
to his advantage after: 
a)9...de 10 fe De4 11 Wxd5 Wxd5 
i axds 2b, 
b) 9... d4 10 ef dc 11 Yd5 Yc7 12 
&xc4 Qxc4 13 Wxa8 + Vaisman- 
Knaak, Halle 1976. 
8 Hf3 26 
Poor is 8 ... Yb8? 9 We2! Yb7 
My e3-e5 1] de fe 12 e3! + Peyev- 
Pedersen, 1972. 
9 Re2 
Sharper was 9 e5 de 10 fe Ag4 
11 &f4 2g7 12 e6 AdeS!? witha 
sharp and unclear position in Van 
den Broek-Goldenburg, Belgium 
1975. 


Mer fo &g7 
10 ~=—0-0 0-0 
11 &d2 Des 
12. @xc4 


Weaker is 12 &xc4 &xc4 13 
“xc4 in view of 13 ... f5!? with 
counterplay for Black, Yusupov- 
Chekhov, Vilnius 1978. 

12s. Hb8 

Black has a solid position with 

sufficient counterplay. 


B 
(il pen b4 
Holding down the knight on bl, 
but freeing for White the field of 
operations in the centre. 
5 3! (43) 
White’s plan is to prevent the 
advance of the black e-pawn due 


A AK 
ak A i 


wae 
& 2 


4 

A ee 
ABN. 
4 \ 


Z 


to the opening of the h1-a8 diagonal 
with the subsequent e4-e5 break- 
through in the centre. 
Bas e5!? 

The most exact! After 5 ... d6 
6 2g2 Dbd7 7 e4 g6 8 f4 Black 
finds it difficult to hold back the 
threatened central breakthrough, 
for example 8 ... 2679 We2 Rh6 
10 Ad2 Yc7 11 Agf3 0-0 12 e5! + 
Lilienthal-Tatai, Zamardi 1980. 

There is nothing in the continu- 
ation 5 ... 2b7 with the aim of 
playing ... e5: 6 2g2 e5 7e4d68 
f4! (weaker is 8 Ae2 g69 0-0 Abd7 
10 Wd3 Wc7 11 f4 ef 12 gf 0-0-0 
with full equality for Black in 
the game Balcerowski-Georgadze, 
Decin 1975) 8 ... 6 9 fe de 10 Dh3 
Wd6 11 Af2 2g7 12 Be3 0-0 13 
4)d2 with the better game for 
White in Peyev-Magulsky, Pri- 
morsko 1979. 

6 6e4 

There is no danger in 6 de fe 7 

Rg2d5 8 Rg5 Be7. 


‘as d6 
7 »b3 26 
Passive is 7 ... Abd7 8 Abd2 
Re79 R2b2 |Af8 10h4h5 11 Vh3 
+ Vaisman-Ghizdavu, Romania 
1974, 
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8 Rb2 R27 
9 222 0-0 
10 Abd2 a5 


11 Dge2 Ha7 120-0 Ag4 13h3 
Ah6 14 We2 f5 with a complex 
game, Witt-Ermenkov, Baden 1985. 


3 4 We2 


1 4d4 Of6 
2 4 c5 
3 d5 b5 
4 We2 (44) 


a ror OO rm 
Y 7 


ae 
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a ee 
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Cer e6 
Two moves have been tried 
here: 
Al 5 &g5 
A2 5 e4 


Al 
5 g2g5 Re7 
After 5...h66 2xf6 Yxf67 Af3 
a position from the Blumenfeld 
Gambit arises. 


6 6e4 0-0 
7 £42! ed 
8 Axf6 Qxf6 


9cd He8 10 Abd2 WaS 11 De2 
d6 12 &c3 c4 with a sharp game, 
Wilder-Valvo, USA 1977. 


A2 
5 e4 ed 
6 cd We 7!? 
7 &c3 b4 


With a sharp and unclear posi- 
tion, Poletov-Shereshevsky, USSR 
1975. 


B 
= VP dite. Dabo 
5 cb ‘\)b4 
6 Wxc5 AfxdS 
7 Sd2 dé 
8 Wed Re6 (45) 


im Wee 
“ W, "Wat 


Lacs 
One 
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Va 
Z 


or: UW 
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9 a3 (9 Rxb4? Hc8 F)9... 
Hc8 10 Yb3 and White has repelled 
Black’s onslaught. The combination 

0... Axa2 11 Wxa2 Ac3 12 Yxe6 
feds Sxc3 Exc3 14 be Wa5 15 
d2 does not give Black compen- 
sation for his material losses, 
Quinteros-Ermenkov, Baden 1985. 


A be (46) 


5 e4 d6 
Weak is 5... Aa6?!6 Qxc4 Ab4 
7 We2 WaS 8 Dc3 d69 Af3 g6 10 


4 Wce2 39 


0-0 &g7 11 a3 Dab 12 eS + 


Enevoldsen-Beyen, Munich Ol 
1958. 

Also possible is 5 ... e6, and 
now: 


a)6 Ac3ed7e5 2b7!78 225 (8 ef 
Wxf6) 8 ... We7 9 0-0-0 Yxe5 10 
AF3 Web 11 Bxcd4dc 12 Hhel Be7 
13°. Hxe6 fe with a sharp and 
unclear game, Bilunov-Arkhipov, 
Moscow 1978. 

b) 6 &xc4 ed 7 ed d6 8 Ac3 Be7 
9 Dge2 0-0 10 0-0 Abd7 11 a3 
®b6 12 Sa2 He8 with a good 
game for Black in Kolpakov- 
Mochalov, Riga 1975. 


6 &xc4 26 

7 ®Df3 Rg7 

8 0-0 0-0 

9 Bc3 “\bd7 
10 sf4 (47) 


a A 


One of the standard positions of 
the Benko Gambit Declined. White 
has a secure centre, a comfortable 
development, and is working up 
a central initiative (e5). Black 


40 4 We2 


has a good solid position and the 
initiative on the queenside. Now: 
a) 10... Ab6 Il Re2 Rb7 12 Bad 
Wo8 13 Hfel We4 14 Qcl Bfd8 15 
h3 Wc8 16 2g5 h6 17 Rf4 with 
an initiative to White in Miles- 
Kharalambor, Geneva 1986. 


b) 10... Hb8!? 11 Hfel DhS 12 
Rg5S He8 13 h3 Wad 14 Rd2 HeS 
15 @xeS Rxe5 16 De2 and after 
17 2c3 and the exchange of dark- 
squared bishops White will have 
the better chances, Tomkov-Knaak, 
Cienfuegos 1984. 


4 4 25 


1 d4 Df 
2 4 c5 
3 dS b5 
4 225 (48) 
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White plans to carry out the 
advance e4 after exchanging on f6. 
Black has two main choices: 

4... Ded 
B 4... 26 

Other continuations: 

a) 4... Wb6 5 Ac3 (simpler was 
5 Dbd2)5...b46 Ab] De4?! (6... 
g6?! 7 g3!? +) 7 @cl (Tukmakov- 
Rajkovic, Hastings 1972-3) and 
now 7 ... g6 8 f3 Af6 9 e4 d6 10 


&d3 2g7 would have given Black 
an acceptable game. 

b) 4... b4 5 Dd? d6 6 a3?! ba 7 
Hxa3 e5 8 de Rxe6 9 Hed Be7 
10 &xf6 2xf6 11 Wxd6 Wxd6 12 
@xd6 &e7 13 De4 Qxb2 14 Ha2 
f5!, Ubilava-Glek, Minsk 1983. 


A 
ae Bed (49) 


iZ La 
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ane! ‘e “a . 
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5 2f4 Wa5+ 
Also possible is 5 ... e6 6 Yc2 
@Ad6 (6 ... Axf2? 7 Sxf2 We 8 
Dh3 g59 Wed +) 7 Dc3! (posing 
Black definite problems; bad would 


WE 


De 


42 4 225 


be 7... bc 8e4! tor7...b48 Ded 
+)7... Wa58cb Axb59 Rd2 Hab 
10 @xb5 Wxb5 11 e4 and White 
stands better, Kaidanov-Arkhipov, 
Moscow 1985. 
6 #d2 be 

On 6... d6 strong is 7 b4! Yxb4 
8 Hbl Yc3 9 HxbS5 with advantage 
to White, e.g. 9... Axd2 10 Rxd2 
Wxc4 11 e3 when White has dan- 
gerous threats, Shashin-Dommes, 
Leningrad Ch 197]. 


7 {3 a6 
8 e4 Rab 
9 Be2 


The standard knight journey to 
c3, after which the threat of taking 
on c4 secures White his initiative. 

Doss 26 

It is dangerous for Black to try 
to hang on to the pawn: 9... d6 10 
4)c3 Wb4? 11 Hb1 DhS 12a3 Wb7 
13 2e3 g6 145! de 15 Ade4 Dd7 
16 Yad + Bellon-Martin, Beni- 
dorm 1982. 

10 A&c3 
11 g4 
Directed against the threat of 
1... AhS. Now 11...d6 12 Qxc4 
@fd7 13 0-0 AeS5 14 RxeS5 BxeS 
15 Wel 0-0 leads to a complicated 
game, Plaskett-Hebden, Hastings 
1982-3. 


2ge7 


B 
2 eon g6 (50) 
The main continuation. In view 
of the threat of 5 ... 2g7 White 


must force the play. 

5 d6 

In the event of 5 &xf6 ef 6cbd6 

7 Dc3 Bg7 8 D3 0-0 9 e3 a6 10 a4 
f5 White finds it difficult to 
neutralise Black’s dark-squared 
bishop. Now 11 Se2 ab 12 &xb5 
Was 13 0-0 &xc3 14 be Yxc3 15 
@Dd2 Dab 16 Acd Wo 17 Dad 
4\c7! (weaker is 17... Ab4 18 Ac6 
&b7 as after 19 Axb4 cb 20 Hbl 
We3 21 Wb3 White forces an 
advantageous ending, Ubilava- 
Gorelov, Telavi 1982) 18 “Ac6 
“e8 19 Hcl £420 WF3 2f5 with an 
excellent game for Black, Baturin- 
Lputian, Alma-Ata 1983. 

5 ed 

On 5. _@b7 good is 6 4c3!, e.g. 

6 ... a6?! 7 Bxf6 ef 8 Wd2 Ac6!? 
(the best defence against the threat 
of 9 We3, after which there now 
follows 9 ... Ae5 10 f4 Bh6 witha 
sharp game) 9 cb! Ad4 10 e3 
‘@xb5 llegxbS ab 12 DxbsS + 
Miles-Bellon, Surakarta 1982. 

6 Dc3 &g7 


42g5 43 


7 &xb5 0-0 Grivas-Lputian, Athens 1983. 
8 A*f3 
On 8 &xd6 unpleasant ts 8 ... 5] ©, \ 


— rer 
Wes. a Wala Ba 


Se as Sb7 sy ax, * ‘7 
= a YH, 
9 @xd6 Rxf3 We WL Woo OY 
io of wns (51) a oy — a 


ah ne 
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000? 


B U8 a7 8 


11 Wd2 Ac6 12 Rg2 Habs 13 
Hb1 Wa6 and for the pawn Black 
has a definite initiative. However, 
because of his control of the centre 
White has the better chances - 


> 4 @d2 


1 4 AE6 
2 4 5 

3 d5 b5 

4 &d2 (52) 
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An insufficiently active con- 
tinuation. 
A 4... be 

4... Was 

Deserving of attention is 4... g6 
5 DAgf3 2g7 6 e4 0-0!?, when after 
7 2d3 bc 8 Axc4 Rab 9 We2 e6!? 
Black takes the initiative. Better is 
7 cb, transposing to a variation of 
the Benko Gambit Accepted. 


ee be (53) 
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5 e4 d6 
6 &xc4 
In Nikolac-Georgadze, Lublin 

1976, 6 De2 g6 7 Ac3 Rg7 8 Axc4 
0-0 9 2d3 2a6 10 0-0 Rxc4 11 
&xc4 Dbd7 12 Rd2 Habs 13 b3 
De8 14 Ebl Ac7 15 We2 gave 
White the more comfortable game, 
but Black’s counterplay is enough 
to give him equality. 

62. 26 

7  b3!? 


Other possibilities: 

a) 7 De® Rg7 8 0-0 0-09 Ac3 
Abd7 10 We2 Ab6 11 RbS5 Aes 
12. a4 4c7 with queenside counter- 
play for Black, Khadzhipetrov- 
Peyev, Primorsko 1976. 

b) 7f4 227 8 Agf3 0-0 9 0-0 Abd7 
10 We2 Ab6 11 Qb5 Rd7 12 Bd3 
We7 13 Hbl c4! and Black had 
seized the initiative in Grigorian- 
Tseshkovsky, Moscow 1976. 


| — &2g7 
8 R2b2 0-0 
9 ADef3 &bd7 


White has comfortably developed 
his pieces and plans an active game 
in the centre by means of e5. No 
use is 9 ... e5 in view of 10 de fe 11 
0-0!?. However, 11 e5?! is unsuc- 
cessful because of 11 ... AhS! 12 
We2 d5 13 2d3 Ad7 14 g3 Bb7 15 
0-0 Hc8 and Black had seized the 
initiative in Whitehead-Benjamin, 
USA 1983. 

100-0 “\b6 
11) We2 

The straightforward 11 Hel 
Hb8 12 e5? fails to 12 ... DAfxd5 
13 Qxd5 Axd5 14 Ac4 Bb7. 

SU ae. bs 
12 2¢3!? e6!? 

Weaker was 12 ... &g4 13 h3 
Rxf3 14 Axf3 +. By opening the 
game Black tries to underline the 
poor position of the knight on d2. 

13. de fe 

Black threatens 14 ...d5.On 14 

e5 AfdS 15 RaS DAb4 16 Kxb4 cb 


AGyd? 45 
17 Bael Axc4 18 Wxc4 de 19 He3 


Wd5 Black had excellent chances 
in Ornstein-Bielczyk, Gausdal 1983. 


eS Was (54) 
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An interesting attempt to 
emphasise the shortcomings of 
White’s fourth move. 

5 bd! 

Other moves: 

a) 5 e4 d6 6 Sf3 g6 (neither now 
nor on the last move could Black 
have played 6... Axe4 because of 
7b4! Wxb48 Hab! Wa59 Hxb5 +) 
7 We2 (on 7 cb possible is 7 ... 
&xe4) 7... a6 8 2d3 Abd7 9 0-0 
&g7 10 a3 Yb6 11 Hb b4 12 ab 
Wxb4 13 Hel 0-0 and Black has a 
fairly safe position, Sydor-Miles, 
Dortmund 1976. 

b) 5 We2 be 6 e4 d6 7 Ae2 Abd7 
8 &c3 and now: 

b1) 8... DeS?9 f4 Ad3 10 2xd3 cd 
11 Wxd3 2a6 12 Ac4 + K.Pytel- 
Huss, Hastings 1974-5. 

b2) 8 ... Ab6 9 Axc4d Axc4 10 


46 4 Bd2 


&xc4 a6 with a sharp game for 
Black. 
Saeece Wxb4 
Clearly in White’s favour is 5... 
cb 6 e4 d6 7 cb. 


6 bl Wad 
7 &xbs We7 
8 Af3 


Also strong is 8 Wa4!?, which 
impedes Black’s queenside de- 


velopment. 
een d6 
9  g3 26 


10 &g2 &g7 
11 0-0 0-0 
12 ed “\bd7 
1s) hs 


White has a secure space advan- 
tage and with it the better chances. 
In the game Garcia-Vaganian, 
Moscow 1975, Black played an 
interesting sacrifice of two pieces 
for a rook in search of counter- 
chances: 13 ... 2a6 14 Hb3 Axe4 
15 Dxe4 Qxc4 16 Hel Qxb3 17 
Wxb3 with a sharp game. 


Part Two 


Benko Gambit Accepted 


6 Modern System: 5 e3 


1 d4 “£6 
2 c4 c5 
3. d5 b5 
4 cb a6 
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Apart from the Modern System, 
covered in this chapter, White has 
a number of other moves. These 


are dealt with as follows: 
5S f3 - Chapter 7 
5 b6 - Chapter 8 
5 &c3 - Chapter 9 
5 ba —- Chapters 10-13 
5 e3 (56) 
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A aa) 
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White defends the pawn on b5 
with the bishop and prepares Ac3 
and e4. Black has the choice of: 


A 5... 26 
B35... ab 
(3... £6 
A 
se 26 


The most solid continuation. 
Before commencing active opera- 
tions Black completes his kingside 
development. 


6 ADc3 27 (57) 


50 Modern System: 5 e3 
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With his next moves White aims 
to strengthen the points b5, d5 and 
e4 and to complete his kingside 
development. With this intention 
7 &f3, 7 a4 and 7 e4 have all been 
employed. Inconsistent is 7 ba, 
since after this the game takes on 
the character of the 5 ba variation 
a tempo down for White. For 
example, 7 ba 0-0 8 Af3 d69 Re2 
(9 e4 Ya5! 10 2d2 2xa6 11 Qxab 
Yxa6 12 We2 Afd7, Benko-De 
Fotis, US Ch 1972) 9... 2xa6 10 
0-0 Abd7 11 Bxa6 Hxa6 12 We2 
Was, Arnaudov-Popov, Bulgarian 
1973. 

Al 7 @f3 
A2 7 a4 
A3 7 e4 


Al 
7 @®f3 0-0 
8 a4 (58) 

On 8 4 possible is 8 ...ab9 &xb5 
@xe4! 10 Axed Wa5 11 DAc3 Bxc3 
12 bc ¥¥xb5 with active counterplay 
for Black, Dusobai-Georgadze, 


Moscow 1979. Salov-Voitkevich, 
Sochi 1982, went 8 2e2ab9 &xbS5 
¥Ya5!7 9 ...d6 100-0 2a6 11 Bxaé 
&xa6 12 e4 DAd7 13 Bes Hes 14 
4el + Chusi-Imanaliev, Moscow 
1979) 10 &d2 (10 0-0 2b7!7) 10... 
“\xd5 11 Axd5 Wxb5 12 Axe7+ 
(12 Dc7 Yc6) 12... Bh8 13 Axc8 
Hxc8 14 We2 c4 15 0-0 d5, when 
Black had a fully equal game in 
view of the manoeuvre ... Aa6- 
b4-d3. 
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S Su-.. 2b7 
The energetic continuation 8 ... 
d6 will be examined later. Poor 


is 8... ab 9 &xb5 d6 10 0-0 or 
10 Ha3 with the better game for 
White. Interesting is 8 ... e6 9 de 
(9 d6 @d5; 9 e4 Qb7!) 9 ... fe 10 
Wd6 2b7 as in Torre-Vaganian, 
London 1984. After 1] 2e2?! ab 
12 &xbS5 Wc8 13 0-0 De8 14 Weg3 
&xf3 15 gf dS 16 e4 Ac6, when 
Black obtained active counterplay 
for the pawn. The position after 
10 a3 will be looked at later in 
the text. 
9 Ha3!? 


Now after 9 ... d6?! 10 &c4 ab 
White can play 11 ab, retaining 
the extra pawn with a secure posi- 
tion. 

Other possibilities: 

a) 9 ba Axa6 10 &c4 e6 11 0-0 
Ab4 (11... ed!? 12 AxdS Bc7 13 
@xf6+ Axf6 14 Sd2 Rxb2 15 
Ebl Rxf3 16 Wxf3 BeS 17 e4 d5!, 
Agafonov-Lanka, Riga 1982) 12 
e4 Wh6 (12 ... ed 13 ed Bab 14 
Rxa6 Exa6 15 Re3 d6 16 Yd?2, 
Miles-Sax, Wijk aan Zee 1981) 13 
Hel (13 Se3 ed 14 ed d6 15 Wd2 
Wa5S 16 Had] 2a6 17 2xa6 DAxab 
18 Qf4 Hfd8 + N.N.-Popov, 
Malta O1 1980) 13... ed 14 ed 2a6 
15 Bxa6 Wxa6 16 2g5 Ad3 17 
He2 Dg4 - Averkin-Mochalov, 
Yurmala 1981. 

b) 9 e4?! e6! poses difficult problems 
for White. The weakness of the d5 
pawn leaves him no good response: 
bl) 10 de fe 11 d6 and Black 
opens up the game to his advan- 
tage. However, 11 &g5 Wc7 12 
&d3 dS led to a sharp game in 
Razuvayev-Gaprindashvili, Tbilisi 
1982. 

b2) 10 Ebi ed 11 ed ab 12 ab dé! 
13 2c4(13 2e2 Abd7 140-0 Ab6 
+) 13... Be8 14 Sf1 Dbd7 15 
h3 @b6 + Agzamov-Vaganian, 
Erevan 1982. 

b3) 10 Qg5?! ed 11 ed h6 12 2xf6 
Wxf6 13 Hcl He8+ 14 Qe2 ab 15 
ab We7 + Razuvayev-Tseshkovsky, 
USSR Ch 1978. 
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) ae e6 
10. = de 
Another possibility is to block 

the centre with 10 d6. There could 
then follow 10... ab 11 &xb5 Ac6 
(11... Ae8 12 e4 Yb6 13 Bf4 Ac6 
14 0-0 Ad4 15 a5 + Petran- 
Popov, Novi Sad 1981) 12 0-0 
Wb8s 13 Wd2 Hd8 14 Hdl “Ab4 
with a complex game, Schroer- 
Blocker, USA 1983. Better was 10 
.. AdS!, e.g. 11 Ded ab 12 Axc5 
b4 13 Hd3 &c6, Baze-Benjamin, 
New York 1983. 


10.7.2 fe 
11 Wade! (59) 
59 NU ae Yy 
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An important blockading move. 
Otherwise Black seizes the initiative 
alter 11d, 

Ul a: ab 

In Tarjan-Benjamin, New York 
1983, 11 ... We8 12.262 Hes 13 
We3 d5 14 0-0 Af6 15 Wh3! Wes 
16 Hdl We7 17 4g5 led to an 
advantage for White. 

12) &xb5 

Interesting is 12... 


Wes 
BDe4 13 Axe4 
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&Rxe4 14 0-0 HFS, planning to 
develop an initiative on the king- 
side. 


130-0 De8 
14. We3 &xf3!? 
15 ef d5 (60) 


tea ae 
G Ys y aS 
ee 


_ Black has an excellent game. 

Ravikumar-Miles, Budapest 1985, 
continued 16 2e2 Ac6 17 £4 Dd6 
18 Wh3 Hb8 +. 


A2 


ae a 2 
ic 


I ata" ‘J 
897 YG VY 
Ma 


Uy UK 
i. fe a, Gam 
TZ Jainr 
a 


With this move White plans the 
development of his king’s knight 


to e2 and c3. 
ete 0-0 
8 &c4 


8 e4 d69 f3 will be examined 
in variation A3. The game Rubai- 
Salov, Yaroslav! 1983, went 8 ¥4b3 
e6!? 9 de (9 ba?! ed 10 Axd5 Axa6 
Il Df3 Bbs8 12 Axfot Wxf6 + 
Glyanets-Bajidza, Lvov 1984) 9... 
fe 10 Df3 d5 11 b6 Bb7 12a5 Hd6 
13 Re2 Ac6. 

ee e6!? 

Black consistently tries to open 
the game in the centre. The transfer 
of the knight from b8 to b6 promises 
nothing: 8 ... d69 Age2 Abd7 10 
Ha3! Db6 Il Qa2 ab 12 AxbS 
&d7 13 DAbc3 e6 (13... Ha5!? and 
then 14 ... Wa8) 14 de Qxe6 15 
£4 + Pinter-Binham, Helsinki 
1983: 

9 Dge2 ab 
10) = &xb5 

In the event of 10 @xbS5 ed 11 
&xd5 Ac6 12 0-0 2a6 13 Ha3 
Black seizes the initiative by 13 ... 
Axd5 14 Wxd5 We7 15 Hd3 DeS 
16 Hdd! Hfb8, Farago-Vaganian, 
Hastings 1982-3. 


17 ex ed 
11 @®xd5 Rb7 
12 Rcd4!? 


White intends 13 0-0 and 14 
Hec3 with a complete blockade of 
the centre. 

129 gal? 

If now 13 0-0 then 13... Axh2! 

14 &xh2 Wh4+ F. 


13. &f4!? HNe5 
14 ge2 Sab 
15 0-0 


By maintaining possession of 
d5 White retains some advantage, 
Spassov-Hebden, Silkeborg 1983. 


A3 
7 e4 
Black must prevent 8 e5 and so 
7 ... ab is impossible because of 
8 e5! Ags& 9 e6! +. 


Fe d6 
8 DP 0-0 
9 a4 (62) 


‘on 
= = ae 


One of the basic positions of the 
variation. The following moves 
have been tried: 
A319... ab 
A32 9... Bbd7 
Aso... €6 

9... De8 and 9... 
possible. 


4)fd7 are also 


A31 
Dake ab (63) 
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10) &xb5 
11 Qd2!? 
A strong consolidating move. 
On 11 2f4 there could follow 11... 
a5! 120-0 Wb4 13 Yc2 2xb5 14 
ab “bd7 with sufficient counter- 
play for Black, Farago-Palatnik, 
Kiev 1978. 
| 0 es De8 
The standard transfer of the 
knight to c7 with the aim of driving 
the bishop away from bS. 11 . 
Abd7 120-0 Ag4 (12... 2xb57! 13 
ab Y4b6 14 h3 Hfb8 15 2g5 h6 16 
Re3 + Pinter-Halasz, Hungarian 
Ch 1979) 13 We2 WaS 14 Ha3! 
Hfe8 15 fal Wb6 16 Hel Dgfé 
17 &d3 + Belyavsky-Hodgson, 
London 1985. 


8.26 


12 0-0 Ac7 
Razuvayev-Kalyagin, Krasnodar 
1983, went 12 ... Wb6?! 13 2g5! 


Ha7 14 Dd2 Hb7 15 Dc4 Wd8 
16 Wd2 + 

13. We2 

14 a3 

The plan of attacking on the 


“d7 
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kingside is interesting: 14 h4!? 
Abb 15h5 2xbS5 16 ab Wd7 17 hg 
hg 18 Ags 2f6? 19 f4! + F.Portisch- 
Barlov, Belgrade 1975, but 18 ... 
&d4!? was stronger. : 

i re “\b6 

15 Gfal 

White has the initiative. 


A32 
: e “\bd7 (64) 


4|aG SB wi o-oo 
a "ial a 4 
x Ve 

7 

Vi 


Y/ 
TES 
Va, Ua T 


a 4. 


Witttte UNM Ns 1G eT 
yn4ee2ig 


10 &a3!? 

With the aim of freeing himself 
from the pin along the a-file. 10 
&d2 has been tried with the same 
intention: 

a) 10... Ae8?! 11 Qe2 Ac7 12 0-0 
2b7 13 Hbl ab 14 ab and in view 
of the threat of 15 b4 White has a 
considerable queenside initiative, 
Farago-Gaprindashvili, Dortmund 
1978. 

b) 10 ... e6?! 11 de fe 12 eS! AxeS5 
13 @xeS de 14 ba and Black’s 
position has been broken up, 
Lukacs-Peyev, Pernik 1976. 

c) 10 ... 2b7!? 11 Rc4 Db6 12 


&b3 ab 13 ab Hxal 14 Wxal Wd7 
15 0-0 + Yuferov-Palatnik, Dau- 
gavpils 1978. 

10 ab!? 

Defusing the situation. Passive 

is 10 .e7), e.g. 11] Be2 aoe 
Axb5 Wb8 13 Yc2 Bab 14 Qd2 
#He8 15 EHb3! + Razuvayev- 
Tukmakov, USSR Ch 1975. 

11) &xb5 2.26 

12 We2!? 

If 12 Rxa6 Hxa6 13 0-0 Was 
and Black’s threats of 14... e6 and 
4 ... Ab6 give him equal chances. 
[WA eee &Xxb5 

13. @®xb5 
Unclear is 13 ab Hxa3 14 ba 
Was 15 2d2 Yxa3 16 0-0. 
13. Des 
Interesting is 13... Wa5 14 2d2 
Wa6 150-0 Hfb8 with complications. 
14 0-0 Dec7 
15 b3! 
White’s chances are preferable, 
Browne-Alburt, US Ch 1983. 


A33 
9 es e6 (65) 


0 -A-d 


Wer 


Ve 
tl ar afd 
ya 77 


BD a .. Va a 
aa a Us 
a 


ween 


Black endeavours to open up 


the game. 
10 de fe 
1] e5!? 

Otherwise Black seizes the ini- 
tiative by means of I1 ... d5 or II 
a, loge 

a Aga 


The exchange of queens after 11 
.. de 12 Yxd8 Hxd8 13 @xeS5 is in 
White’s favour. 


12 Wxd6 Axe5 
13. Wxd8 @xf3+ 
14. ef Hxd8 (66) 


66 


Ye ey 
ie 
a 


Mada 
 & 


wt sma 


The opening up of the game 
has brought greater activity for 
Black. Despite White’s extra pawn 
Black has very real chances of 
equality, for example 15 2¢3 
&b7 16 &c4 ab 17 AxbS &xf3 
Y,-, Farago-Filipowicz, Polanica 


Zdroj 1977. 
15 Ded d7 
16 a3 He5 


The chances are approximately 
even, Ivkov-Vindler, Lone Pine 
1981. 
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cae ab (67) 


"Y 
Ma 
W 


17, 
Y Oe 
HG J 
Ape 


“6 ne Wast 

Gligori¢-D.Gurevich, Lone Pine 
1981, went 6... 2267 2xa6 Axa6 
8 Ac3 d6 9 Af3 g6 10 e4 27 11 
0-0 0-0 12 2f4 (12 Hel Ab4 13 
He2 Wb6 with some counterplay 
for Black) 12... Yb6(12... Hb8 13 
Wd2 Yb4 14 Del Wb6 15 Ebi + 
- Belyavsky-Damjanovic¢, Vilnius 
1978) 13 Wd2 Dc7 14 Hfel Bfd8 
15 2g5 Ab5 16 a4 A@xc3 17 be 
mHb3 18 a5 =. 

7 &c3 

Other tries are: 
a) 7... 2a6 8 2xab6 Yxa69 Age?! 
g6 10 0-0 2g7 and White has a 
comfortable game and good pros- 
pects on the queenside: 
al) 11 e4 d6 12 Ebi 0-0 13 b4!? 
Wc4 14 Wb3 Wxb4 15 Wxb4 cb 16 
Hxb4 Hc8 17 Q2d2 + Lukacs- 
Bukal, Pernik 1976. 
a2) 11 Hbl1 d6 12 b4 @fd7 13 bS 
Wa5 14 Eb3 Wce7 15 Had + 
- Didishko-Shereshevsky, Minsk 
1979. 


&b7 
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a3) 11 a40-0 12 DbS Yb7 13 Dec3 
d6 14 e4 Dab 15 2g5 Hc7 16 Hel 
+ Bernstein-Chebb, 1980. 
b) 7... e6 8 de (8 2d2 DAa69 Qc4 
“b4 10 Age2 Rab 11 Rxab6 Wxab 
12 0-0 “fxd5, Balogh-Korpasz, 
Hungary 1973) 8 ... fe 9 Wb3! 
(threatens 10 Wxe6!) 9... Yb6 10 
#f3 Re7 11 0-0 0-0 12 e4 Be7 13 
&g5 + Tukmakov-Gutman, Ash- 
khabad 1978. 

8 2d2 

F.Portisch-Herndl, Vienna 1986, 

continued 8 @ge2!? 2xd5 (8 ... e6 
9 0-0 ed 10 Yb3 2c6 11 &xc6 de 
12 e4 + Farago-Polgar, Amsterdam 
1985) 9 0-0 Axc3 10 Axc3 e6 11 e4 
e7 12 Bf4 Wd8 13 Wed 0-0 14 
Hfd! +. 

Bo te YYb6 

9 Wb3 

Repulsing the threat of 9 ... 

&xd5. On9 &c4 strong is 9... e6!, 
when 10 e4 ®xe4 11 de fe 12 Axe4 
&xe4 13 Wh5 2g6 gives sharp play, 
Gruten-Alekhina, USSR 1984. 

ig cs e6 (68) 


68 


“li 


le 
am ariaws 
a os 


10 e4 

This seems an obvious continu- 
ation, but it allows an intensification 
of the struggle. The latter can be 
avoided by 10 2c4 Wxb3 11 2xb3 
ed 12 Age2 Dab 13 0-0, returning 
the gambit pawn but taking the 
initiative by increasing the pressure 
on Black’s pawns: 
a) 13... Ac7 14 Hfd!l 2d6 15 gel 
0-0 16 Hacl 2c6 17 Ag3 Hfb8 18 
Hb1 + Ornstein-Biriescu, Vienna 
1986. 
b) 13... Re7 14 Hfd! 0-0 15 Rel 
c4(15... Ac7 16 Af4c417 SQc2+t 
Pinter-Ernst, Thessaloniki Ol 1984) 
16 2c2 2c6 17 Af4 Ab4 18 Bbl 
+ Hjartarson-Fedorowicz, Hastings 
1985-6. 


10% i: &)xe4!? 
11 Axe4 &xd5 
12. Wd3 {5!? 


Interesting is 12 ... Wb7!? 13 f3 
c4!? 14 2xc4 Sc4 15 Hxc4 d5 with 
a complicated game, Litvinchuk- 
Wolf, USA 1985. 

12 ... {5 is the point of Black’s 
combination. He wins the exchange 
and a pawn for his piece sacrifice 
as 13 &g5? 2xg2 + loses White a 
rook. 

13. Dg3 
14. a4!? 

The most exact move, although 
14 Ale2 Qxhl 15 Axh! Be7 16.a4 
brings about the same position by 
transposition. 

14... Re7!? 


&xg2 


The inclusion of the moves 14... 
Wb7 15 f3 Re7 16 Dle2 plays into 
White’s hands: 16 ... &xhl 17 
“)xh1 0-0 18 0-0-0! and White has 
excellent chances for an attack on 
the kingside by means of 19 &c3, 
20 ®f4 and then AhS and Ggl, 
Belyavsky-Miles, Thessaloniki Ol 
1984. 

15 Dle2 

The knight is headed for f4. 15 
“f3 Rxh1 16 Axh! is possible but 
weaker. 


a Rxhl 
16 “®xhl 0-0 
17. ®Dhg3 


It would now be dangerous to 
plan queenside castling: 17 2c3 
d5 18 0-0-0 @a6! with the threat of 

.. Dc7, and if 19 eS Bfé! 
revives the threat of 20 ... @c7. 
i c6!? 

Dangerous now is 18 ¥¥xd7? in 
view of 18 ... AeS 19 Wxe7 Hf7, 
and White loses his queen. 

18 &c3 d5 
19 We3 (69) 


“wan ae 
cy 7 ron 
a 5 a 


i. 


a 
. 


Via iY, 
U4 Mey WY 
— Yi 
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The critical position for this 
variation. Black’s chances depend 
on whether he succeeds in bringing 
his central pawn phalanx into 
action. 19 ...e5?! is risky for Black: 
20 Rxe5 Rg5 21 f4 Hae8 22 Qxcb 
Wxc6 23 Hcl Qe7 24b4 + Plaskett- 
Barlov, Bor 1985. Better is 19 ... 
&)d8 + asin D.Gurevich-Nicholson, 
Lugano 1985. 


Se e6 (70) 


White has the choice between 
strengthening and relinquishing 
inescentre: 

Cl 6 Ac3 
C286 de 


Cl 

6 Dc3 ed 

7 &xd5 

Dubious is 7 Age2 ab 8 Axb5 

Mab 9 Dec3 Bb7 10 Re2 Wc?! 
11 0-0 @xbS 12 Axb5 Re7 13 b3 
0-0 14 2b2 Yb6 with full equality 
for Black in the game Stohl- 
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Plachetka, Czechoslovakia 1975. 
ei 7 a Seb? 

O17... ab 


Cll 
rae, 2b7 (71) 


71 wee 


sm 


= 
Les na 
ote 


wae 


CFTTE 


8 Axf6t+ 
Interesting is the sharp 8 e4!? ab 

9 225, for example 9 ... Be7 10 
4)xe7 Yxe7 11 £3 0-0 12 &2xbS5 d5 
13 De2 de 14 fe WeS with a sharp 
game, Ree-Sax, Malta O] 1980. 

le Wxf6 

9 Df3 Re7 

If 9 ... 2d6 White can exploit 

the vulnerable position of the 
bishop by 10 &d2! and if 10 .. 
Wxb2 then 11, Hcl Wf6 12 Bc3. 
For example, 12 ... &xf3?! 13 ef 
Be5 14 BxeS5 Wxe5 15 Qg2! Yc7 
16 Wd5 Wa5+ 17 &d1 + Bagirov- 
Shereshevsky, Baku 1985. Stronger 
is 12 ... We7, e.g. 13 a4 ab 14 ab 
&c7 15 Bc4 0-0 16 Rd5 Ha7 17 
0-0 Wd6 18 b6! Wxb6 19 HbIl + 
Bagirov-Machulsky, USSR 1975. 

10 ba 


Poor is 10 Wb3 0-0!? 11 ba? in 
view of 11... 2xf3! 12 gf Wxf3 13 
Hel 2h4! and White’s position 
was critical, Portisch-Vaganian, 
Kecskemet 1979. 


10.29. &)xa6 
11 e2 Mb4 
Or 11... 0-0 12 2d2 We6 13 0-0 


4\c7, Portisch-Ciocaltea, Ljubljana 
1973. 


12 a3 0-0 
13 0-0 Red 
14. Del d5 


Black has taken the initiative, 
Timoshchenko-Arbakov, Irkutsk 
1983. 


‘i 
mee ab (72) 


“9 


Wt 
g 
AZ 


8 2xb5 

Another possibility is 8 @xf6+ 
Wxf69 2xb5 2b7 10 D3 Le7 11 
0-0 0-0 12 e4!? (otherwise Black 
plays 12 ... dS with the initiative) 
2 ... We6!? (dangerous is 12 ... 
&xe4 13 Qe5 Web 14 Hel +) 13 
£25! [6 14 Sh4 Wxe4 (14... 2xe4?! 


15 Hel d5 16 Ad2 +) 15 Hel 


Yb4!1?, Bangiev-Kovitev, USSR 
1953. 
8 2b7 
Ors. xd 9 Wxd5 Was 10 


Sd2 a &d27! WxbS 11 Wxa8 
a6 12 YF3 Ac6 with the threat of 


13... Ae5) 10 ... Wxb5 11 Wxas 
&a6 12 0-0-0 Re7 13 Qc3 +. 
9 cdl? 


Strengthening d5 — the leitmotif 
of White’s actions in this variation. 
oe. Be7 

Simplification makes White’s 
task easier: 9 ... AxdS 10 Bxd5 
&xd5 11 Wxd5 Bc6 12 Bd2 Be7 


13 @e2 0-0 + Farago-Knaak, 
Leipzig 1975. 

10 He2 &xd5 

1] &xd5 &xd5 

12) Wxd5 WaS5t+ 

13. g@d2 Wao 

140-0 “c6 (73) 
zAP-T 


ytd 
ta 
wal ae 


WY 


a ge 


Vd 
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Black has comfortably developed 
his pieces, but occupation of the 
d5 square guarantees White a small 
but persistent advantage: 15 Af4 
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0-0 16 2c3 and White’s chances 
were preferable in Tukmakov- 
Bednarski, Decin 1977. 


C2 
fe (74) 


74 ie 


i“ 


YY, 
YA 
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A Blumenfeld Gambit position 
has arisen in which White has 
relinquished control of the centre. 
In particular the d5 square secures 
Black’s initiative, giving him com- 
pensation for the pawn. 

7 &f3 d5 

Mering-Bielczyk, Zamardi 1978, 
went 7... 2e7?! 8 ba 0-0 9 Qe2 
2xa6 10 0-0 Ac6 11 Ac3 d5 12 
&xa6 Hxa6 13 We2 Ha8 +. 

8 Ac3 

The game Didishko-Vakulenko, 
USSR 1974, saw 8 Abd2?! c4! Oba 
&\xa6 10 Be2 Db4!? 11 a3 Qd7 + 
while Grunberg-Knaak, East Ger- 
man Ch 1980, went 8 b3 &d6 9 
&b2 0-0 10 Abd2 Abd7 11 Yc2 
Wb6 (11... We7!7) 12 2d3!? ab 13 
“\g5 with an attack for White. 

ers £d6 
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9 =e4!? 

White plays actively against 
Black’s pawn centre. Both 9 ... 
de?! 10 AgS tand9...d410e5 + 
give White an advantage. Passive 
is9... Re7 10 ba d4 (better is 10... 
0-0 +) 11 @b!1 0-0 12 DAbd2 Wa5 
13 &c4! Axed 14 We2 Axd?2 15 
&xd2 + Veremeichik-Shereshevsky, 
USSR 1974. 


a: RET? 
10 e5 Ded!? 

The forced variation 11 @xe4 
de 12 Wxd8 Hxd8 13 Ags RaSt+ 
14 Qd2 Bxd2+ 15 &xd2 0-0 gives 
Black definite counter-chances, 
Tatai-Bellon, Rome 1983. Sharper 
is 11 2d3 Axc3 12 be c4 13 Rc2 
with attacking possibilities for 
White. 


1 4d4 6 
2 4 c5 
3. d5 b5 
4 cb a6 
5S [3(75) 


75 
BY 
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a 2) wy es a 
ve nae r Wa 
Yih r7] Ui, 
Ya, U reoren 
ABS nee LAU YEG 
er mee eae 


White prepares and carries out 
the important move e4, but in 
doing this he will lag behind 
somewhat in development. 

a) ee 26 

Opening the centre does not 
work: 5 ... e6 6 e4cd 7 e5! We7 8 
We2 Dgs 9 Ac3 Bb7 10 Hh3! c4 
(10... d4 11 He4 +) 11 Re ab 12 
“f4 + Ariokha-Hebden, Chicago 
1984. 


Bareyev-Arbakov, Moscow 1985, 
went 5... ab 6 e4 Wa5+ 7 Rd2 
Wb6 8 Wb3 2a6 9 Da3 b4 10 
Rxa6 Yxa6 11 Ac4 +. 

6 e4 


LHiWee = 
“a als 
aa Db 7/ 
AU, 
Z 


“ 


\ a aoe 
ons sm 


Here White has two possibilities: 
A 7 &c3 


B 7 a4 
A 
7 &c3 Rg7 
8 a4 0-0 (77) 


Black has completed his king- 
side development and is ready to 
carry out the important central 
strike ... e6. In Bareyev-Gorelov, 


GY 
Z Z ! 


Moscow 1984, Black achieved a 
winning attack after 9 2e3 e6 
10 de &xe6 11 &f2d5 12 ed Axd5 
13 Sxc5 DAbd7! 14 Qxf& Wb6+ 15 
wel Axc3. 
9 2c4 

a) 9 Dge2 c6 10 de fe(10... 2xe6!?) 
1] e5! De8 12 ed DAxd4 13 Re3 
“c4 14 Wxd8 Exd8 15 2g5 Hd7, 
Gleizerov-Kaidanov, Bryansk 1984. 
b) Interesting is 9 Rg5 He8 10 
Wd2, for example 10... Abd7?! 11 
®Dh3! Ab6 12 Df2 e6 13 a5 ab 14 
&xb5 2d7, Wiener-Gheorghiu, 
Adelaide 1971, and now 15 de fe 
16 Wxd6 gives White the better 


game. Sharper was I0 ... e6, plan- 
ning 11... h6. 

) en “bd7 

10 Dge2 


0... DeS 11 b3 Afd7 12 £4 
4xc4 13 be WaS 14 Yd3 Dbb 
Black retains chances for equality 
by attacking the weak c4 pawn. 


B 
7 a4(78) 


n—YZ 
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ror 
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A 
is 
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White intends 8 a3, strength- 
ening b5. The immediate 7 ®a3 
has also been seen: 7... &g7 (7... 
ab?! 8 &xb5+ Abd7 9 He2 &g7 
10 ®c3 0-0 11 Bg5 De8 12 Ac4 + 
Lim-Botto, Tientsin 1975) 8 Ae2 
ab (8 ... 0-09 @c3 Dbd7 10 Be2 
ab II DaxbS Bab 12 a4 De8 13 
00 Ac7 14 Ha3 + Garcia-Petrovic, 
Jajce 1981) 9 AxbS 0-0 10 Aec3 
“a6 11 Re2 Ac7 120-0 Rab 13.a4 
Wd7 14 Ha3 +N.Garcia-Savereide, 
Malta OI! 1980. 

To es 2g7 
8 a3 

Other continuations: 

a) 8 Qe3 0-0 9 Wd2 He8 10 ba 
&xa6 11 2xa6 Dxab6 12 Age2 e6 
13 de fe, Chandler-Delaney, Malta 
Ol 1980. 
b) 8 a5ab9 2xb5+ Afd7 10 Wa4 
0-0 11 Be2 Dab 12 0-0 (more con- 
sistent was 12 Dec3 Ac7 13 Be2) 

. Dce7 13 Bcd Hb8 14 Ad? 
“\e5, Korchnoi-Miles, Amsterdam 
1976. 

Se 0-0 


9 Rcd 
After 9 @ge2 e6! White has 

definite problems in maintaining 
his centre: 
a) 10de fe 11 2g5 h6 12 Re3 &b7 
13 Dfa He8 14 ba Axaé 15 Wb3 
We7 16 Ac4 Od5! and Black takes 
the initiative - Av.Bykhovsky- 
Korosunsky, Bryansk 1985. 
b) 10 Ac3 Bb7 11 Bc4ab 12 DaxbS 
ed 13 Axd5 De8 14 0-0 Dc6 with 
full equality for Black, Goodman- 
Kalinker, Mexico (World U-26 
Team Ch) 1978. 

oa. “bd7 
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10 De2 
Inconsistent would be 10 a2, 
when after 10... Ab6 11 b3 e6!7 12 
Me2 ed 13 ed 2b7 14 Dc3 Dg! 
with complications advantageous 
to Black in Jauregui-Barbeau, 
Canadian Ch 1981. 


10... H\e5 
11 a2 ab 

1 ab Ae8 
13. 0-0 Wb6 


The weakness of b5S enabled 
Black to obtain sufficient counter- 
chances in Muchnik-Arakhamia, 
Chernigov 1985. 


1 d4 “£6 
2 
3 
4 
5 
79| Eh SM Qe 
‘e, or a idl A 
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White returns the pawn, hoping 
to use c4 for his pieces. 

Sa... dé 
Intending the manoeuvre . 
®bd7-b6. Weaker is 5 ... Wxb6, 
since White carries out the knight 
tour @f3-d2-c4 with gain of tempo, 
as in Mititelu-Georgadze, Regin 
1975: 6 Dc3 g6 7 Af3 d6 8 Ad2 
R27 9 e4 0-0 10 Ac4 We7 11 a4 


with some advantage to White. 
6 Bc3 Abd7 
7 e4 
Grigorian-Egin, Leningrad 1985, 
went 7 Af3 g6 8 a4!? (forcing Black 
to take on b6) 8 ... Wxb6 (8 ... 
“\bx6 9a5 Dbd7+)9 a5 Wc7 10e4 
Rg7 11h3 0-0 12 &c4 He8 13 0-0 
Wb7 14 We2 Ac7 15 2f4 and 
White has some initiative in the 
centre. 
Des 26 
On 7... Axb6 could come 8 a4!? 
with the threat of 9 a5. Bronstein- 
Grigorian, Minsk 1983, continued 
8... Hb8 9 Df3 Abd7 10 Ac4 g6 
11 We2 Hb4 12 a5 &g7 13 h3 0-0 
140-0 2b7 15 2f4+. 


8 4f3 227 
9 Re2 0-0 
10 =—0-0 “\xb6 (80) 


Inconsistent is 10... 4xb6 11 h3 
and then 1]... Hb8 12 Wc2 He8 13 
Ebl Wc7 14 Qf4 Abo 15 Efel 
R2b7 16 Hbdl Hbd8 17 a4 + 
Terentiev-Foigel, USSR 1976. 


White sone a His A ee 
of obtaining an advantage depend 
on preparing e5 while at the same 
time restricting Black’s counter- 
play on the queenside. 

11 fa 

The most active. Other continu- 
ations: 

a) 11 Hel &g4 12 Ad2 Bxe2 13 
Wxe2 He8 14 Df3 e6 15 de Exe6, 
Sher-Galakhov, Odessa 1980. 

b) 11 &g5 h6 12 2h4 g5 13 &g3 
@h5 14 Hel Axg3 15 hge6, Kozma- 
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Popov, Varna 1975. 
c) 11 h3 e6! 12 de Rxe6 13 Bg5 
Wd7 14 Bcl h6 15 Qe3 Hfds 16 
Ad2 WYb7 17 &f3 Bfd7, Said- 
Georgadze, USSR 1976. 
d) 11 We2 Wc7 12 h3 2b7 13 Hdl 
Efe8 14 Eb] e6!? 15 de Hxe6 16 
Ags He7 17 Rf4 Hd8 + Kurbatov- 
Martinov, Leningrad 1985. 
e) 11 Ad2 e6 12 de 2xe6 13 Af3d5 
14 ed AfxdS 15 AxdS Wxd5 16 
Ags Wxdi 17 Hdl &c4, Virchikov- 
Mikh.Tseitlin, Krasnodar 1983. 
JL) i ae “hS 
Pfleger-Benko, Skopje O! 1972, 
saw 11... Bge4 12 Ad2?! Rxe2 13 
Wxe2 Wd7 14.04 We4 15 We3 DhS 
+ (12 h3 Sxf3 13 Qxf3 Dbd7 =). 
12 &e3 e5 
13. de 2xe6 
Black’s queenside counterplay 
is sufficient to give him equal 
chances. 
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1 d4 16 

2 4 c5 

3 d5 b5 

4 ecb a6 

5 &c3 (8) 
81 za by \ ee -G 
YG, a Vay T' 


sa ewe 
an 


— we nee & 
Pgwaanz 


The Zaitsev Variation, leading 
to sharp play from the earliest 
stages of the game. 


Si kes ab 
6 6e4 b4 
7 &b5 (82) 


A point of departure in the 
Zaitsev Variation. White has got 
in the move e4, but his knight on 
b5 is definitely out on a limb. 


82 
BY 


Forced, in view of 8 e5. 7 ... 
“\xe4? loses to 8 We2. It is essential 
for White to play eS, otherwise the 
poor position of his knight becomes 
a problem. It can be prepared by: 
A 8 &f3 
B 8 &f4 

Nothing comes from 8 &c4 due 
to 8... g6! (8... Axed? 9 We2 ALE 
10 Qf4 +, or 9 ... § 1l0f3 ale 
1] 2f4 +) 9 Sf4 Bg7 10 e5 de 
11 2xeS 0-0 12 Df3 Qa6 and Black 
has everything under control. 


8 Af3 (83) 


Y, Y 
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etsstte Gada: 
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‘a a 


mans me 1. 
Y a foe da 
a “@ AW 


agtttts ad F44 


pa Bry 7/8 


Fee: 


_. 
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Unsuccessful is 8 ... Axe4 because 
of 9 Bc4! Dd7(9...c6 10 He2 AL 
11 Qf4 with the threat of 12 Axd6) 
10 We2 Adf6 11 2f4 with threats 
of 12 Dg5 or 12 “d2. 

Other continuations: 

a) 8... Ha6 9 2f4 g6 10 e5! DhS 
11 2g5 f6 12 e6! fg 13 AxgS + 
Tukmakov-Vaganian, Vilnius 1976. 
b) 8... R49 Qe2 Axf3 10 Rxf3 
4&bd7 11 0-0 g6 12 Rf4 Wb8 13 
We2 Ha5 14 a4 with initiative to 


White, Knezevic-Miles, Dubna 
1976. 
9 de 
10) A®xe5 2g7 
ll 2c4 0-0 
12 0-0 Rb7!? (84) 


White has brought about the 
opening of the centre and the 
co-operation of his pieces. Black 
meanwhile has completed his de- 
velopment and is starting a counter- 
attack on the weak d5 pawn. 
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Alternatives for Black here are 
weaker: 
a) 12... Afd7 13 @xd7 (13 £4?! 
®b6! 14 b3 Rb7 15 Re3 DE8d7, 
Gligori¢-Deze, Novi Sad 1976) 
3... Axd7 14 d6ed 15 Axd6 and 
White’s chances are better, Farago- 
Barczay, Hungarian Ch 1976. 
b) 12... 2a6 13 Hel Qxb5 14 
&xb5 Wxd5 15 We2 (weaker is 15 
Wc2? because of 15... b3!, Gulko- 
Vasyukov, Erevan 1976) 15 ... e6 
with an unclear position. 
c) 12...He4 13 Hel Ad6 14 Axd6 
ed 15 &d3. 

13. d6 A\c6 

After 13 ... e6 14 c7 gives 
White serious threats. The best 
defence is 14 ... Ad5 15 Qxd5 ed 


16 &2f4 Wxd6! sacrificing the 
exchange but with chances for 
equality. 

14 gQf4 


Poor is 14 @xc6 &xc6 15 de 
Wxe7 16 Hel in view of 16 ... 
Had8! with an initiative to Black. 
Interesting is 14 f4!? to strengthen 
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the knight on e5. 
1 eres “xe5 
More consistent is 14 ... @hS, 
for example 15 Axc6 &xc6 16 2g5 
&xb5! 17 &xb5 Wxd6 18 We2 with 
a sharp, unclear game but some 
initiative to White. 
15 ge5 Ded 
Forcing a simplification that led 
to equality in Ftacnik-Plachetka, 
Trencianske Teplice 1985: 16 &xg7 
&xe7 17 de Wxe7 18 f3 Ags! 19 
Hel Wf6 20 Wdé!. 


B 
8 2f4 (85) 


nn : 


y a 
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8. “\bd7 

This is considered essential in 
view of the threat of 9 eS, for 
example: 
a) 8... g69e5 AhS(9... de 10 BxeS 
+) 10 ed ed 11 We2+ od7 12 Se3, 
Kaidanov-Grigorian, Kuibishev 
1981. 
b)8... Ha69 2c4(9e5 de 10 Bxe5 
doesn’t work in view of 10 ... 


Wxd5) 9 ... g6 10 e5! de (on 10... 
@hS5 strong is 11 Wa4! 2d7 126!) 
I! 2xe5 Qg7 12 Df3 witha sharp 
game. 
c) Deserving of attention is 8 ... 
gal: 
cl1)9 Sxg5 can be met by9... Axe4, 
e.g. 10 Sf4 227 11 Ye2 Af6 12 
Ad6+ &f8 13 Axc8 Wxc8 with a 
sharp game. 
c2)9 Be3 is better: 9... Wa5!7(9 ... 
“xe4 10 2d3 D6 11 2e5 2g7 12 
Me2 Abd7 13 0-0 AeS 14.04 Axd3 
15 Yxd3 0-0, Fronczek-Dobosz, 
Poland 1976) 10 e5 De4 11 AF3 
&g7 12 2d3 g4 with a very sharp 
game in Donner-Nun, Hradec 
Kralove 1979. 
d) 8 ... e5!? is a consistent but not 
yet sufficiently tested response. 
9de &xe6 and now: 
dl) 10 2xd6 2xd6 11 YWxd6 Yxd6 
12 Dxd6+ &e7 13 AL5+ Hf8 14 f3 
Hxa2 15 Bxa2 &xa2 with chances 
for equality, Ryabikhin-Zlochevsky, 
Samarkand 1983. 
b) 10 Bf3 Axed 11 We2 Af6 12 
AgsS Wd7 13 g3 Re7 14 Hdl 0-0 
15 Dxe6 Wxe6 16 Wxe6 fe 17 
“&xd6 Ad5 + Barsov-Kishnev, 
Samarkand 1983. 
9 &f3 

Bl 9... Ab6 
B2 9... AhS 

9... ab 


Bl 
Dens “\b6 (86) 
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With the threat of 11 8xc5!. 
10... HaS! 

Not 10... Axe4? 11 2d3 Dfé 12 


me 66 13 de fe 14 “p5 +, 
11 = a3! Wd7 
12 Eye5!? de 
13 Dc7+ Sd8 14 Des Wad 15 
b3 Yxa3 16 Axf7+ &d717 &b5 + 
Stettler-Becker, E Germany 1977. 


B2 
Die G55 “h5 (87) 
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10 g2g5 
Or 10 


WYb6 
Ahf6 11 e5! AxeS 12 
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“\xe5 de 13 &c4 with an initiative 
to White. 

11 &@d2 26 

12. a4 

Rashkovsky-Zilberman, USSR 

1975, went 12 Ac4 Wb8 13.a4 227 
14 2d3 h6 15 Se3 Ba6 16 0-0 
0-0 =. 


| ae 2g7 
13 Be2 ‘\hf6 
140-0 0-0 
15 Hel + 


Sideif-Zade - Zilberman, USSR 
1985. 


B3 
Ue Bab (88) 
An inadequate deterrent to the 
threat of e5. 


mem 
ame 


ZH Uy, 
.- anes A 


10 + e5 Wa5!? 
This was the intention behind 
Black’s ninth move. 
11 = ad! 
White plays this move all the 
same. 
ee ws &\h5!? 


70 Zaitsev Variation: 5 ®c3 


11... ba 12 Qd2! Wo6 13 Bxa3 
Axd5 14 2c4 Rb7 15 Hxa8 Rxa8 
16 Ya4 gave White the initiative in 
Dshanoyev-Kalatozishvili, Georgia 
1976. 

i2 2g5 h6 
13. Re3 

Chekhov-Vasyukov, USSR Ch 

1980-1, went 13 e6?! hg 14 edt+ 


&xd7 15 Axg5 b3+ 16 Ac3 Af 
17 2xa6 Exa6 18 Axf7 Hhd4! F. 


13 one de 

14. @xe5 “\xe5 
15 Yxh5 c4 

16 Wxe5 Axb5 
17 bs? 


White’s chances are preferable, 
Barsov-Eshi, Tashkent 1983. 
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1 d4 
2 # ¢4 
3. d5 
4 cb 
5 ba (89) 


yy) Y) 
Z 
ae ee sue 


£6 
c5 
b5 
a6 


An interesting continuation, the 
aim of which is to have the possi- 
bility of taking on a6 with the 
knight. White has at his disposal: 


Al 6 b3 
A2 6 g3 
A3 6 @Ac3 
Al 
6 b3 2g7 
7 &2b2 0-0 (90) 
90 


C111 Ts CE Te, ett 


Yad; 
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C40t? 
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AG 7 AA 
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8 23 4)xa6!? 
The position arising after 8 
.. &xa6 will be considered later 
on. 


9 2g2 Rb7!? 
Black’s counterplay is directed 
against d5. 
10 ed 


After 10 @c3 strong is 10... Ya5! 
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threatening I! ... AxdS. The game 
Rumyantsev-Palatnik, Odessa 1979, 
went 11 Wd2 @c7 12 e4 2a6 13 
Age2 Hfb8 14 Hdl Rxe2 15 wxe2 
Afe8 16 Hb1 AbS with advantage 
to Black. 


WW ae Wa5t+ 
11 23 ‘b4 
12 &e2 webs 
13. a4!? 


Otherwise White simply loses 
the a2 pawn. 


— Dd3+ 
14 fi a6 (91) 
91 ve 
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The critical position of the 
variation. If White succeeds in 
transferring his knight from b1 to 
bS or c4 then that will decide the 
opening struggle in his favour, but 
meanwhile Black has the initiative 
— he threatens 15... Ag4, menacing 
{2: 

15 &f3 

Defending against the above 
mentioned threat and preparing 
16 &g2. Another possibility is 
15 h3 but then 15 ... e6! led to an 


advantage for Black in Zilberman- 
Bikhovsky, Kaliningrad 1983: 16 
Ha2ed 17 ed Axd5 18 2xg7 &xg7 
19 Hd2 BSb4 + 


i et Oe e6!? 
16 w&pg2 ed 
17. ed 4\xd5 
18 &xg7 &xe7 
19 BDec3 “)5b4 


Black has the better position, 
Lputian-Bikhovsky, Irkutsk 1983. 


A2 
6 g3(92) 
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If Black plays 6... 2g7hehasto 
consider the possibility of 7 d6!?. 
7 Rg2 
Also possible is 7 b3 2278 2b2 
Dxa6 9 222 0-0 (which transposes 
to Al with the inclusion of the 
move ... d6 instead of ... 2b7) 10 
e4 (Pavlovic-Georgadze, Lugano 
1985, went 10 Wd2? 2f5 11 Af3? 
“b4 with the irresistible threat of 
2... @c2) 10... Wa5+ 11 Qc3 
4b4 12 BDe2 (the complications 


after 12 a3 @fxd5! are in Black’s 
favour, e.g. 13 ed Qf5 14 2xg7 
&xe7 15 Sf1 Ac2 16 Ha2 Wb5+ 


17 De2 Yxb3 +) 12... WbS etc, as 
was seen in Al. 
Te R27 


8 Dh3 
A transposition to the main 
variation is effected after 8 @f3 
&xa6, while after 8 ... Axa6!? the 
game Akhmilovskaya-Khasanova, 
Moscow 1983, went 9 0-0 0-0 10 
4\c3 Ac7 11 e4 Bab 12 Hel Ad7 
13 2f4 Yb8 14 Hb!l Ab5 15 Be3 
+, which also transposes to the 

main variation. 


a. &xab6 (93) 
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In this variation 8 ... Axa6 is a 
more active continuation than the 
standard 8 ... &xa6 since Black 
quickly brings pressure to bear on 
the d5 pawn. 

In Formanek-Conquest, Hastings 
1985-6, White played poorly: 9 0-0 
0-0 10 f4 Ag4 11 e3 c4! 12 Dad 
4yb4 13 Axc4 Bab 14 Wxg4 Bxc4 
with the initiative to Black. 
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A3 
6 Ac3 d6 

Now White can play e4 without 
having to allow Black a disruptive 
capture on fl. After 6 ... Qxa6 
the basic position of the Benko 
Gambit arises. 

7 e4 2g7 
8 2b5+!? (94) 

8 Sf3 0-0 9 h3 Wb6 10 Be2 
&xa6 11 0-0 Abd7 12 Hel Hfb8 
13 Hb1l Be8 14 Qd2 Dc7 15 b3 + 
Pachman-Bellon, Haifa Ol 1976. 
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9 &ge2 
At Hastings 1985-6, Formanek- 
Plaskett continued 9 a4 0-0 10 @f3 
&xa6 11 2g5f5 120-0 h6 13 2d2 
Me5 14 DxeS de 15 ef gf 16 WhSt. 


Be ew 0-0 
10 0-0 4\xa6!? 
11 a4 A\c7 
12 2g5 
White stands more actively, 


although after 12... AeS the weak- 
ness of White’s c4 and d3 squares 
allows Black to count on some 
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counterplay - Hertness-Plaskett, 


Lucerne 1985. 


—— e6 (95) 


Wht 


ctyry 
Dey 


Black is not sufficiently well 
developed to commence active 
operations in the centre and White 
has every prospect of maintaining 
his position there, and in particular 
the point d5. 

6 Dc3!? 

After 6 de fe 7 e3 &e7 (premature 
is7...d5inviewof8 2b5+)8 Ac3 
0-0 9 Df3 d5 followed by 10 Se2 
“xa6 11 0-0 &b7 Black has a 
comfortable game. 


6) ie “&xd5 
7 &xd5 ed 
8 Wxd5 


In Rukavina-Ungureanu, Bucha- 
rest 1973, White obtained a secure 
initiative after 8 g3 Hxa6?!9 Qg?! 
d4 10 Af3 Be7 11 0-00-0 12 b4! cb 
13 &b2, although 8 ... Ac69 Bg? 
d4 threatening 10 ... &xa6 was 
better. 


Soa “A\c6 
9 e3 

After 9 &®f3?! Qxa6! 10 Bed 
“@xe5 11 Wxe5+, Korintos-Benya, 
France 1972, the best continuation 
was 11 ... We7. 

Interesting is 9 e4!? as in the 
game Razuvayev-Pytel, Zabrze 
1977, which continued 9 ... @e7 
10 2c40-0 11 De2 Bxa6 12 Bxa6 
Wa5+!? 13 Wd2 Yxa6 140-0 &f6, 
and Black achieved equality. 

TNs Re7 
10 &cd4 

Or 10 &d2 0-0 11 &c3 Yb6 12 
Hdl d6! 13 2d3 Seb! 14 WhS5 h6 
15 a3 ®e5 with a sharp game, 
Knaak-Pytel, Zabrze 1977. 


IO. 2h 0-0 
ll Af3 &xab 
12 d2! (96) 


Poor is 12 &xa6 in view of the 
standard manoeuvre 12 ... Wa5+ 
13 2d2 Yxa6. The game Sikiarz- 
Glogowski, Poland 1976, went on 
14 2c3 DAb4! 15 Qxb4 cb 16 AeS5 
b3! with initiative to Black. 


nvree a 
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1. Wb6 
13 0-0 
On 13 &c3 unpleasant is 13 ... 
Abd}, 


Bo Wxb2 
14. &xa6é Hxab6 
15 a4 


White maintains control over 
the centre, which ensures him the 
better chances, Pytel-Chipureanu, 
Lublin 1972. 


c 
Bai. &xab6 
Here White has two options: 
Cl 623 
C2 6 Ac3 
Cl 
6 = g3 26 
7 | Bel 


On 7 4c3 the most exact is 7... 
2g7, not fearing 8 d6 2b7! 9 Af3 
0-0 10 2g2 Ha611 Af4 He8 120-0 
ed 13 Qxd6 Yb6 with a sharp 
game, Kebbekis-Zenfuss, Stidwest- 
falen 1980. 

-_ d6 (97) 


OG 


A Wee = 
YS, Y fame; 


Voerdshe 
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Here the choice lies between: 
Cll 8 h4 
Cl2 8 b3 


Cll 
8 hd 
A transposition can occur after 
8 Ah3 &2g7 9 Af4 Dbd7 10 h4. 


Sn 2g7 
9 DAh3 “\bd7 
10 @f4 


White has prepared 11 h5. The 
absence of the knight from c3 
means that the manoeuvre 2d2-c3 
is possible. 

10... Yb6 

Directed against this manoeuvre. 
Other tries are possible: 
a)10...h5 11 2d20-0 12 &c3 Yb6 
13 0-0 Bfb8 14 Dd2 Ha7 15 We2 
“e5 16 b3 @fg4 17 Babl and 
White had the preferable game 
in Azmaiparashvili-Gorrard, Zim- 
babwe 1985. 

b) 10... 0-0 allows 11 h5 with an 
intensification of the struggle: 11 
.. We7 12 Dc3 Db6 13 hg hg 14 
We2 DAcd4 15 Bh3 cB 16 Hed 
Axe4 17 Wxe4d Wa5+ 18 &f1, Maki- 
Salonen, Finnish Ch 1980. Or 11 
... De5 12 hg hg 13 ABc3 Wad 14 
Weo2 Hfb8 150-0 Ac4 16 Hb!l Ad7 
17 &d2, Dannet-Biriescu, Vienna 
1986. 

11 We2 

Skembris-Bukal, Rome 1985, 
went 1] Dc3 Dg4!? 12h5c4 130-0 
Hb8 14 Wad QbS 15 We2 DAdeSd5 
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16a4 2d7 17 a5 We7 with a com- 
plicated game. 


1 aes 0-0 
12) &®c3 Hfb8 
13. bl Aga 
14. 0-0 


The game Zaichik-Vasyukov, 
Tel Aviv 1982, continued 14 ... 
2d4 15 Bed c4?! 16 e3 Qg7 17 
2d2 with advantage to White. 
More exact was 15... 2b5 16 b3 
Hc8 preparing ... c4 with equal 


chances. 
ci 
8 b3 &2g7 
9 &b2 0-0 
10 ®h3 “\bd7 
11 = 0-0 (98) 


White has achieved a comfortable 
development. The knight on h3 will 
come to f4 to strengthen the centre, 
while the b1 knight will move to c4. 
However, there are weaknesses in 
White’s position which allow Black 
to develop an initiative. 


| by lie Ha7!? 

Intending 12 ... Wa8 with an 
attack on a2 and, after... 2b7, the 
d5 pawn. Other possibilities: 
a) 11... Ab6?! 12 DAc3 Wd7 13 Hc2 
Hab8& 14 Hfdl + Garcia-Bellon, 
Las Palmas 1974. 
b) 11... Wb8 12 2c3 (averting 12 
... ¢4 which is met by 13 b4! +) 12 
.. AS 13 a4 (if 13 Hel then 13... 
c4! 14 e4 2b5! +F) 13... Abd7 14 
“\bd2 Dg4 15 Bxg7 &xg7 16 Hel 
Wo4 17 Wc2 Hfb8 18 Af4 DeS 
with a sharp and unclear game in 
Zagorskaya-Chiburdanidze, Mos- 
cow 1983. 
c) 11... Yb6 12 2c3 Hfb8 13 Hel 
Ne8 (13... Ag4 14 Bxg7 Sxg7 15 
“d2 c4!? 16 bec Age5 17 Hcl Hc8 
18 @f4 and it is unclear whether 
Black has compensation for the 
two pawns, Gheorghiu-Jacobs, 
London 1980) 14 &xg7 &xg7 15 
Ad2 De5 16 AgS! Af6 17 Agf3 
Dfd7 18 Dxe5 AxeS5 19 a3 + 
Gheorghiu-Pavlovic, Lugano 1983. 
d) 11... Hb8?! 12 Q@c3 DeS 13 Hel 
c4?! 14 b4! Dfg4 15 a4! e6 16 Wd2 
+ Vilela-Knaak, Leipzig 1980. 

12 del 

After 12 Wd2 Wa8 13 2c3 Hb8 
14 Hcl &c8 15 e4, Mohring- 
Knaak, E German Ch 1977, Black 
gains sufficient counterplay with 
15... c4! 16 be (weaker is 16 b4 in 


view of 16... AeS5! 17 Bxe5 de 18 
Exc4 De8 and then 19 ... Ad6=) 
6... AcS. 


Gheorghiu’s recommendation 
12 4f4 is refuted by 12... @xdS! 
13 2xg7 Axf4 14 Qxf8 Axe2+ 15 
@hl Wxf8 16 Hel Ad4 17 Ac3 
“&e5 and Black gets a promising 
game for the exchange, Titenko- 
Kaidanov, Podolsk 1982. 


—— Was 

13. ed Eb8 

14. 2c3 &e8!? 

15 &xge7 Axg7 (99) 
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The active position of Black’s 
pieces compensates him for the 
pawn, e.g. 16 @d2 DAeS 17 Af4 
2b5! 18 a4 2a6 19 D3 Axf3+ 20 
Wxf3 Hb4, Gheorghiu-Belyavsky, 
Moscow IZ 1982. 


C2 
6 Ac3 d6 
White has the choice between: 
C2) 7 e4 
22 7 14 


C2l 
7  e4(100) 
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100 ao 
BG 


8 &xfl 26 
9 Dge2 
The sharp continuation 9 g4 has 


not proved its value: 9 ... Qg7 
(interesting is 9 ... hS 10 g5 Afd7 
11 &g2 Qg7 12 f4 Dab 13 AF3 0-0 
14 We2 with sharp play, Sakovich- 
Lanka, Riga Teams Ch 1980) 10 
g> DHS 11 Age2 We8 12 wg2 
Wed4t+ 13 Des Afat+ 14 Qxf4 
Wxf4 15 h4 0-0 16 Hh3 2xc3! 
(weaker is 16... a6 in view of 17 
“Age2 We4+ 18 He3 Wd7 19 h5 
and White had a dangerous attack 
in Knaak-Pokojowczyk, Polanica 
Zdroj 1979) 17 be f6! 18 We2 fg 19 
hg “d7 + Baumbach-Despotovié, 
corres 1981. 
eee &2g7 
10 g3 

Preparing the transfer of the 
king to g2. The attack on the king- 
side with 10 Af4 0-0 11 4?! Aab 
12 h4 appears to be more dangerous 
for White: 12 ... WaS 13 h5 Hfb8 
14 hg hg 15 g5 @d7 16 We4 DeS 


78 5 ba: Early Divergences 


17 Yh3 Ab4 + Formanek-Browne, 
USA (Atlantic Open) 1970. 

Also possible is 10 h3 0-0 11 
gl with the aim of transferring 
the king to h?2: 

a) 11... Abd7 12 Sh2 WaS 13 Ye2 
Efb8 14 Hb] He8 15 Hfl Dc7 16 
f4 a6 17 a3 Yb6 with a compli- 
cated game. 

b) Enklaar-Ree, Holland 1972, 
saw 11 ... Yb6 12 Hbl Da6 13 


Re3 Efb8 14 wh2 Ad7 15 Wd2 +. 
10... 0-0 
11 &g2 (/01) 


The position of the white knight 
on e2 (instead of f3 as in the main 
system) prevents White from carry- 
ing out the important strategic 
plan of e5. In consequence Black 
is able comfortably to arrange his 
pieces on the queenside. 

See @bd7 

Gross-Benko, USA 1968, went 

1... Yb6 12 Hb! Dab 13 b3 Ac7 
14 f3 e6 15 de fe 16 2e3 Wc6 with 
counterplay for Black. 


12 bl 
White plans to neutralise Black’s 
pressure along the al-h8 diagonal 
with 13 b3. Another idea is 12 
4f4?! Wa5 13 h4h5 14 Ye2 Efbs 
15 &2d2 Wab6 16 b3 c4! with the 
initiative to Black in Boichenko- 
Egin, Tbilisi 1985. 
12) &.. Wa5 
The alternative 12 ... Wb6 is 
possible: 13 2f4 DAg4 14h3 AgeS 
15 b3 Wab 16 Wd2 YWd3 17 Yxd3 
4xd3 with a fully equal game for 
Black, Debredo-Palatnik, Hradec 
Kralove 1981. 
13. b3 
On 13 c2 Black could play 13 
. Hfb8 14 h3 De5 15 b3 Was. 
IS” ce: Hfb8 
Minogina-Arakhamiya, Cher- 
nigov Z 1985, went 13 ... Hfc8?! 
14 Wc2 Hab8 15 a3 Wa7 16 h3 h6 
17 fl with better prospects for 
White. 
14. Wc2 De8 
Intending the manoeuvre .. 
4\c7-b5 or a6. Black has enough 
activity for the pawn. 


C22 
7 4 
White’s idea in this variation 
comes to light in his next few 
moves. 


—_— 26 
8 Af3 2g7 
9 ed AQxfl 
10 &xfl (/02) 
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White has achieved an active 
position in the centre and plans 
the transfer of his king to gl. 

Wu. 0-0 

. Wb6 suggests itself, to 

prevent the possibility 11 @f2. 
Masja-Dronov, Moscow 1978, con- 
tinued 11 @d2 0-0 12 Ac4 Wh4 
13 e2, when Black could have 
intensified the game with 13 ... 
&fd7. The appraisal of 10... Yb6 
depends on the variation 11 e5 de 
12 fe Ag4 13 We2 Wae! 14 2f4 
@d7 15 e6 Wxe2+ 16 &xe2 fe 17 
de @f8 18 h3!, Gurevich-Bukal, 
Lugano 1983. 

11 = Sf2 

The variation 11 eSde 12 fe Ag4 
13 2f4 Abd7 14 We2 Yb8 150-0-0 
Wb4! 16 g3 Hfb8 17 Bd2 Abb 
gives Black a dangerous initiative, 
Murei-Gurevich, Hastings 1982-3. 

res @bd7 

Possible was 11 ... Wb6 12 &gl 
“4)a6 when 13 e5! @d7 14 Wei! 
(weaker is 14 We2 because of 14... 
@c7 15 Bhi YWab! 16 Wf2 Abb 
with the initiative to Black in 
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Murei-Platonov, Daugavpils 1974) 
with initiative to White. 


12 gl Wb6 
Goodman-Benko, Lone Pine 
1977, went 12 ... Ab6 13 We2 


Ba4! 14 Hdl @xc3 15 be Had 16 
eS De4 17 Q2b2 f5 with a compli- 
cated game. 

Interesting is 13 f5 gf!? 14 
@h4!? e6 15 de fe 16 ed Afd5 17 
@xd5 @xd5 18 We4 Wf6 with a 
sharp and unclear game, Hollis- 
Norton, corres 1977. In Pelts- 
Platonov, USSR 1974, the con- 
tinuation was 13 &h1 Yd7 14 Yc2 
Efb8 15 EHbl Da4!? 16 Ad! e6 
with equality. 

13. Wel!? Yb7!? 

The complications after 13... c4 
14 2e3 Wxb2 15e5! are dangerous 
for Black, e.g. 15 ... Ag4?! (better 
was 15 ... He8 16 Qd4 Ya3 with 
an unclear position in Bukic- 
Sofrevski, Yugoslavia 1975) 16 
gd4 de 17 fe Wb8 18 Hb1! Yc8 19 
h3 + Chigureanu-Stanciu, Romania 
1971. 

14 2d2 
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White gets a dangerous initiative 
after 14... Wxb2 15 Hbl Wa3 16 
eS. 

Black has prevented the advance 
15 e5?!, after which would follow 


IS... de 16 fe Axd5 17 e6 Yb6+ 18 
@hi Wxe6 with advantage to 
Black in Lombardy-Benko, Costa 
Brava 1975. Black now intends 15 
... &c5 with the initiative. 


Part Three 


Classical System 


ie 


1 d4 ALl6 

2 4 c5 

3 «d5 b5 

4 cb a6 

5 ba Rxab 

6 BDc3 d6 

7 &f3 26 (104) 


A point of departure for the 
Classical System of the Benko. 
White can choose between: 


8 e4, the subject of this chapter; 
8 g3, dealt with in Chapter 12; 
8 4d2, covered in Chapter 13. 


8 e4 Qxfl 


Classical: 8 e4 


as A 


White has two ways to continue 
his kingside development: 


A 10 g3 

B 10 h3 

A 
10 g3 0-0 
11 &g2 Abd7 


Here the possibilities are: 
APA h3 
A2 12 Hel 
A3 12 We2 
A4 12 We2 
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Al 
12 h3 (106) 


WY 


Vay 
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White prevents the possible 
manoeuvre ... Ag4-e5 which would 
threaten an incursion by the black 
knight at d3. Black has several 
plans at his disposal: 


All 12... Wa5 

Al2 12... Yb6 

Al3 12... Abb 

All 
12° 4. Wa5 
13. Hel Efbs 


13 ... Ab6? allows 14¢5!. Knaak- 
Vaganian, Moscow 1982, continued 
4... Afd7 15 2g5 Bfe8 16 e6! de 
17 fe D6 18 He2 Wa6 19 Rxf6 
&xf6 20 BDe4 with initiative to 
White. 
14 He2 
The standard plan. White intends 
15 &g5 and 16 Hcl, completing 
the development of his queenside. 
Other possibilities: 
a) 14 e5!? de 15 AxeS5 Axe5 16 
Hxe5 Ha7!? (16 ... Wd8 17 He2 


Hb7 18 2e3 + Y4-% Grigorian- 
Vaganian, Baku 1977) 17 We2 
Wd8 18 Sf4 Hab7 19 b3 DAhS 20 
HxhS &xc3 21 Hcl gh 22 Bxb8 
Wxd5 = Hass-Grtinfeld, Beersheva 
1985. 
b) 14 We2 Abé (also possible is 
. Se8 and then if 15 225?! 
Exb2! 16 Wxb2 &xc3; however, 
after 15 d1! followed by 16 2d2 
and 17 2c3 White has good pros- 
pects) 15 Dd1 c4!? 16 2d2 Wad 17 
Wel Abd7!? with equality for Black 
in UhImann-Espig, Dresden 1985. 
14 De8 
Deserving attention is 14 ... 
Hb7!? 15 2g5 Hab8, disrupting 
White’s plans. Knaak-Tseshkovsky, 
Leipzig 1975, went 16 Ycl?! Wa6 
17 Hbl Db6 18 Wel Afd7 19 Hc2 
h6 20 2cl c4! with an active game 
for Black. Better was 16 bl. 
15 295 (107) 


E Vave7 
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15 h6!? 
ie ~ Bxb2 16 Hxb2 Rxc3 isa 
aaee because of 17 2d2! +, as 
is 15... 2xc3 16 bc Yxc3 because 


of 17 Scl! +. 

After 15... He5 16 AxeS Rxe5 
17 Hcl Ha7 18 Wd3 White com- 
pleted his development and got 
the better game in Knaak-Bellon, 
Pula 1975. 

16 &xe7!? 

16 2f4 Ac7 (16... g5?! 17 Rcl 
&c7 18 h4! g4 19 Dh2 AeS 20 Hc2 
+ Malich-Ciocaltea, Skopje Ol 
1972) 17 Hcl Daé leads to a com- 
plicated game. 


16 a {6 
17. We2 &f7 
18 e5!? 

And now: 


a) 18 ... &xe7? 19 ef+ &xf6 20 
He6+ &f7 21 Wxgét. 

b) 18...de 19 d6. 

c)18...fe 19 Dh4!? allows White 
to develop an initiative. 

d) 18 ... Axe5 (best) 19 DxeS fe 
with a complicated game. 


Al2 
Ps en Yb6 (108) 
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The aim of this move is to hinder 
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the development of the bishop on 
ol 
13. Hel Ae8 
The continuation 13 ... 
and 14.. 
Al3. 
Illogical is 13 ... Hab8 as after 
14 He2 De8 15 Rf4 Wa6 16 Hcl 
White gets the better position, e.g. 
16 ... Ac7 17 e5!2? de 18 AxeS 
#®xe5 19 2xe5 Qxe5 20 Hxe5 with 
initiative to White. The immediate 
14 e5!? de 15 AxeS Axe5 16 HxeS 
Wb7 17 Wf3 Hd8 18 2g5 also 
gives White the initiative. 
14 e2 
Others: 
a) 14.a4 S&c7 15 Ha3 Bfb8 16 He2 
Wb4?! 17 Hel Wb7 18 Ac2 DAeS 
19 4e3 Wa6 20 b3 + Naumkin- 
Kishnev, Moscow 1985. Better 
was 16... 4a6 and then 17... Hb4. 
b) 14 We2 Ac7 15 Hbl Hfb8 16 
Rg5 h6! 17 Qd2 Ha6 18 a3 c4 19 
§.e3 Dac5 with an equal game for 
Black, Gurevich-Alburt, Hastings 
1983-4. 
14 oes “cT 
15 225 
Hort-Miiller, Hamburg 1980, 
went 15 Qf4 Hfb8 16 Hcl Ab5S 
17 DxbS Wxb5 18 b3 Ha3 19 Hec2! 
with advantage to White. 15 ... 
“\b5 would have led to sharper 
play. 
ee h6!? 
After 15 ... Hfe8 16 Hcl h6 17 
Rf4 DbS 18 ®xb5 YWxb5 19 b3! 


Wb7 


. &b6 will be examined in 
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Ha3 20 Hcc2 Hea 21 e5! White 
obtained a considerable advantage 
in Didishko-Kurbanov, Volgograd 
1985. 
16 &e3 
16 &xe7? is poor because of 
16... Hfe8 17 2h4, when the white 
bishop is out of the action. 
1G. ass Db5!? 
17. &el 
Poor is 17 @Axb5 Wxb5 and 
White has difficulty in defending 
his queenside pawns. 
A ess “\d4!? 
Black has equalised. The games 
Serebenko-Gorelov, USSR 1985, 
and Gavnilov-Gorelov, USSR 1984, 
both continued 18 &xd4 cd 19 Aa4 
Yb5 20 b3 f5 with chances for both 
sides. 


A13 
i: &b6 (109) 
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13. Hel 
The other continuation is 13 
Wo2 Wb8 14 Hb] Wb7 (on 14... 
“fd7 F.Portisch-Arkhipov, Hun- 


gary 1983, went 15 h4!? Ac4 16hS5 
“AdeS 17 hg fg 18 Ags Ag4!? with 
a sharp game) 15 Hdl Afd7 16 b3 
DAeS 17 AxeS Qxe5 18 Bh6 Hfc8 
and Black has sufficient counter- 
chances in view of the threatened 
19 ... c4, Knaak-F.Portisch, Brati- 
slava 1983. 
ie ee Wd7 
14. e2 

14 e5? de 15 AxeS would be a 
mistake because of 15 ... YWb7 16 
YWb3 e6, but possible is 14 Yc2 
Wb7 15 2¢5h6 16 Bxf6 Bxf6 17 
Wb3?! Hfb8 18 e5 de 19 Axe5 e6 
20 Had! ed!. At this point a draw 
was agreed in the game Gligori¢- 
Benko, Lone Pine 1975, in view of 
the variation 21 @Axd5 Axd5 22 
Wxd5 Wxd5 23 Hxd5 Hxb2 24 
HxcS Haxa2 25 Ad3 =. However, 
White had the earlier improvement 
17 Had! +. 


14a Wb7 
15 2g5 h6 

16 &xf6 Qxf6 
17 We2 d7 


7... Ya6?! allows 18 e5! de 19 
\xe5, after which the game Salov- 
Andrianov, USSR 1984, continued 

9... Wb7 20 Sh2 Axd5 21 We4 
Hfd8 22 Hdl e6 23 Dxg6! with 
advantage to White. 

18 dl wb4 

19 a3 Wed 
Black has sufficient counter- 
chances, Naumkin-Salov, Yaroslavl 

1983. 


Be4!? (110) 
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This is the most consistent reply. 
Others: 
a) 12... Wa5 and now: 
al) 13 Rd2 Dg4!? 14 Wc2 Hfbs8 
15 Ddl Wbs5 16 Rc3 DAdeS 17 
@xe5 @xe5 18 He2 c4! and Black 
has obtained equality, Makagonov- 
Korsunsky, Baku 1975. 
a2) 13 He2!? Bfb8 14 Hc2 Hb7 
15 We2 De8 16 2d2 Ac7 17 Hel 
Wa6 18 cl with a complicated 
game that should be in White’s 
favour, Hort-Fedorowicz, Hastings 
1977-8. 
b) 12 ... We7 13 We2 Wh7 14 a4!? 
EHfb8 15 Ha3 De8 16 AbS Bc7 17 
“\xc7 Yxc7 18 b3 Hb7 19 Yc2 
Wa5 20 2d2 Wab6 21 2c3 with the 
superior prospects for White in 
Cherepkov-Ermolinsky, Leningrad 
1984. 

13. He2 

a) It would be a mistake to play 
13 h3 DgeS 14 AxeS DxeS5 15 £47! 
“\d7 16 We2 because of 16... c4! 
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17 @d1?! AcS 18 Wxc4 Had 19 
Wc2 Wa8, when Black hasa strong 
initiative for his two sacrificed 
pawns, Vetemaa-Gutman, Haap- 
salu 1978. 
b) 13 We2 together with the plan 
“d2-c4 is interesting. Kolyakov- 
Kishnev, Kiev 1983, went 13 ... 
Was 14 Dd2 Rxc3 15 be Yxc3 16 
Hbl DgeS 17 Hb3 We2 18 f4c419 
Eb2 Yd3! and Black maintained 
his chances in a sharp position. 
However, the zwischenzug 15 @c4! 
would have given White an advan- 
tage, so more exact for Black was 
3... AgeS, and if 14 Dd2 then 
. D6 15 f4 Ded7 16 Af3 
“a4! with good prospects, Hort- 
Ermenkov, Tunis IZ 1985. 
c) 13 Yc2 Abo 14 h3 DgeS 15 
@®xeS5 Rxe5 16 Sg5 Hfe8 17 Be2 
Wc7 18 2f4 Dc4 19 Hel Hebs 
with sufficient counterplay for 
Black in Angelova-Chiburdanidze, 
Tbilisi 1984. 
TS so. Was 
Holm-Pytel, Polanica Zdroj 1972, 
went 13... Wc7?! 14 Hc2 Hfb8 15 
h3 DgeS5 16 AxeS AxeS 17 We2 
Wb7 18 f4 Dd7 19 Bd2 Yab 20 
wefS =r, 
14. 2g5 Hfes 
In Gavrikov-Meshkov, USSR 
1981, Black tried the plan 14... 
&xc3 15 bc f6, and after 16 2d2 
Wa4 17 2f4 g5 18h3 Ah6 19 Be3 
“7 he had obtained a promising 
game, 


88 Classical: 8 e4 


15 el (//11) 

Weaker is 15 Wc2, after which 
15...h6 16 2d2 Wa6 17 Hdl Bebs 
18 2cl Hb7 19 h3 DgeS 20 AxeS 
&)\xe5 21 f4 Bd7 gave Black aclear 
initiative in Popov-Vasyukov, Varna 
1971. 
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The critical position of the 
variation. Others: 
a) 15... Ha7?! 16 Hec2 Ab6 17 h3 
He5 18 AxeS Rxe5 19 Wd3 Wo4 
20 2d2 Hb7 21 b3 + Bagirov- 
Zilberman, USSR 1972. White has 
stabilised his position on the 
queenside. 
b) 15... Wa6é 16 b3! Age5 17 Axe5 
4 xe5 18 a4 Habs 19 Rd? c4!? 
20 He3 e6!? with a sharp game 
in Gavrikov-Tseshkovsky, USSR 
1979. 


oy 


16 =h3 HNe5 
17 @xe5 Rxe5 
18 Wd3 Yb4 
19 a3 


The game Spassky-Vaganian, 
Linares 1985, continued 19... Wa5 


20 @d1 c4?! 21 Wd2 Wa6 22 De3 
&g7 23 Ag4 and White’s threats 
on the kingside assured him of a 
superiority. Sharper is 19 ... Yb3!?, 
when after 20 Wb5 Wxb5 21 Axb5 
HaS! 22 Dc3 BWa4! Black has 
enough compensation for the pawn. 


A3 
12 We2 (1/2) 
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White tries to establish control 

over the light squares. 
ly ee Wb6 

The queen is heading for a6 and 
at the same time impeding the 
development of the bishop on cl. 
Other possibilities: 
a) 12... Wa5 13 2d2 Hfbs 14 Habl 
4e8 15 Hhdl Ac7 16 a4 Wab 
17 b3 Wxe2 18 DAxe2 Hb7 4-4 
Pergericht-Delaney, Berlin 1980. 
b) 12 ... D6 13 a4 We8 14 Ha3 
Wa6 15 Yxa6 Hxa6 16 Ad2 Ag4 
17 @d1 Ad7 18 a5 e6 19 h3 DAgf6 
with a lively game, Garcia-Borik, 
Bochum 1981. 


13. Ed Wae 


After 13 ... Hfb8 White seized the 
initiative in Hort-Gaprindashvili, 
Wijk aan Zee 1979, with 14 Hb] 
De8 15 Rf4 DAc7 16e5 He8 17 b3 
YWb7 18 Hbcl. 

14 Wrxaé 

14 Wc2 proved weaker in the 
game Gerusel-Georgadze, Dort- 
mund 1979: 14 ... Ag4! 15 h3 
DgeS 16 AxeS5 AxeS 17 ALE4 Dc4 
18 Hacl Hfb8 with initiative to 
Black. 

14... Hxa6 
15 Sd2 Hb8 

The exchange of queens slows 
down the development of Black’s 
initiative on the queenside, but 
Black’s counterplay is adequate. 


A4 
12) We2 We 
13. Ebi (//3) 
After 13 Hel a position arises 
from Angelova-Chiburdanidze in 


A2. 
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14 h3 S\ge5 
15) ®xe5 Dxe5 
16 b3 Wab 
Black prepares ... c4. Donner- 


Benko, Palma de Mallorca 1971, 
continued along similar lines: 16... 
Hfc8 17 2d2 c4 18 Bhcl cb 19 ab 
Wb4 20 Ad] Hxc2 21 Axb4 =. 
17. a4 Efc8 
18 2e3 Wd3 
After 19 Yxd3 Axd3 20 Abd 
White had a small advantage in 
the game Kremenetsky-Gorelov, 
Moscow 1980. 


B 
10 h3 (1/4) 


%g 


The idea of this move is to transfer 
the king to h2. However, h2 turns 
out to be a poor posting for the 
king and the whole manoeuvre 
involves a considerable loss of 
time. 

1K Ge seas 0-0 
11 gl “bd7 


Less successful was 11 ... Da6 
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12 Sh2 Yb6 13 Hel Ad7 14 He2! 
Ac7 15 Rg5 Hfe8 16 Hcl AbS 17 
@xb5 WxbS 18 b3 with advantage 
to White, Bizhmanavin-Zlochevsky, 
USSR 1981. 


12) &h2 Was 
13. Hel Hfb8 
14. He2!? 


White defends b2 in such a way 
as to be able to develop the bishop 
on g5 and the queen’s rook on cl. 
The other possibility is 14 Yc2, 
and then: 

a) 14... Db6?! 15 DAd!l Was 16 
Rd2 Yc4 17 Ac3 Afd7 18 b3 Wab 
19 a4 + Gligori¢-Browne, Skopje 
1970. 
b) Sharper is 14... Ae8 and then 
15 2d2 Wa6 16a4 Hb417a5 Habs 
18 @d1 B4b7 19 Hb1 Ac7 with... 
“b5 to come and enough counter- 
play for Black, Pytel-Peyev, Lublin 
1972. 

14... Eb4! (715) 

With the aim of preventing 
White from regrouping with 15 
Hc2 and 16 We2. Other moves: 
a) 14... De8 15 Hc2 DAc7 16 Rd2 
“\b5 17 a4 Axc3 18 Bxc3 Rxc3 
19 be DAeS 20 DxeS de 21 Wd3 + 
Hort-Jimenez, Palma de Mallorca 
IZ 1970. 

b) 14... Ha7 15 Hc2 Db6 16 We2 
a4 17 2g5 Hab7, Kane-Browne, 
US Ch 1970, and now White gets 
the advantage after 18 Axa4 Wxa4 
19 &xf6! 2xf6 20 b3. 

c) Black can prevent the 15 Hc2 


manoeuvre by means of 14... Yb4. 
The game Andrianov-Dokhoyan, 
USSR 1982, continued 15 gl 
De8 16 Wel! Ac7 17 RgS! Hes 
18 Hdl AbS 19 Dxb5 Yxb5 20 b3 
2c3 21 Wfl + 


15 &gl Aes 
The knight is headed for bS. 
16 &ce2!? 


After 16 a3?! Hb7 17 Hc2 Hab8 
18 We2 De5 19 Axe5 Bxe5 Black 
has sufficient counterplay thanks 
to the weakness at b3, Portisch- 
Vasyukov, Manila 1974. 


16... Wa6!? 
Stopping the white queen from 
going to e2. 


Taking the pawn is risky: 16 ... 
&xc3 17 bec Hxe4 18 c4! and with 
19 2b2 White has the better pros- 
pects. 

Andrianov-Konstantinov, Mos- 
cow 1982, went 16 ... Hab8 17 YWe2! 
Ac7 18 Bg5 2f6 (not 18... Bxb2 
19 Hxb2 Hxb2 20 Wxb2 Rxc3 in 
view of 21 Y/b7! Qxal 22 2xe7! +) 


0 xf6 ¢ t. Black had the initiative 
i? «6&2 Nbt compensation for the pawn deficit 
18 bl in Andrianov-Vasyukov, Moscow 
19 gel 1982. 
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1 4d4 O\f6 

2 4 c5 

3 d5 b5 

4 ch a6 

5 ba Rxa6 

6 Ac3 d6 

7 &f3 26 

8 g3 R27 (116) 
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Here White has a choice of two 
squares for the bishop: 
A 9 2g2 
B 9 &h3 


A 
9 $92 ®bd7 


10 =—0-0 


The options are now: 


Al 10... Db6 
A2 10... 0-0 
Al 
rm) as “\b6 


Directed against the develop- 
ment 11 Wc2 and 12 Hdl. Here the 
possibilities are: 

All 11 2f4!? 
Al2 11 Bel 
Al3 11 Hel 
Al4 11 3bl 


All 
11 2£4!9(717) 


27 
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Ly ee h6 

12 h4 Wd7 
13. Hel Ded 
14. We2 wets 
15 Wb3 Eb8 
16 Wa3 We8 
17)  Qh3 £5 

18 e4 0-0 


The game is complex, Ehlvest- 
Vasyukov, Ivano-Frankovsk 1982. 


Al2 
11 Del 0-0 
12. &c2 We7 
13. _—»b3 Hae8!? 
14. a4 e6 
15 de Hxe6 


16.a5 Dbd7 17 De3 Wb8 18 sd2 
Hfe8 with counterplay for Black 
in Kakageldiev-Ehlvest, Moscow 
1983. 


Al3 
11 el (//8) 
The most logical continuation, 
preparing the advance of White’s 
central pawns. 
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te 0-0 
12 e4 
Other moves are quite reasonable: 

a) 12 2f4 Ac4 13 Wel intending 
14 @d2. Nikolié-Griinfeld, Thes- 
saloniki Ol 1984, continued 13 ... 
Wa5S 14 Dd2 Hfb8 15 Axc4 Bxc4 
16 2d2 Dd7 17 b3 Rab 18 Dad 
Wd8 19 2c3 Wf8 with a complex 
game and a small advantage to 
White. 
b) 12 @®d2, expecting 12 ... Yc7 
13 Hb1l Yb7 14 b4! with an active 
game on the queenside for White. 
Better is 12... Ha7!? intending 13 
.. Wa8. Now: 
bl) 13 Dfl Was 14 De3 He8! 
(weaker is 14... Hb8 15 Hb1l Des 
16 2d2 2b7 17b4! + Tukmakov- 
Shereshevsky, Minsk 1979) 15 @d2 
“\c7 attacking bS and giving Black 
sufficient counterplay. 
b2) 13 h3 Wa8 14 e4 Dfd7 15 f4 
Hb8 16 We2 Ac4 17 Af3 Wb7 + 
Kakageldiev-Peshina, USSR 1979. 

LD es: Dfd7 

13 te2 Dc4! (119) 
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Weaker is 13 ... Yc7 14 b3! and 
Black achieved nothing with 14... 
c4 15 Qb2 Hfc8 16 b4! He5 (16.. 
Qb5 17 a4! +) 17 DxeS5 BxeS 18 
a4 + Westerinen-Lundvol, Dieren 
1970. 

14 gf 

If White plays 14 b3 Black has 
the very strong 14... Wa5!, while 
on 14 Hd1 Averkin-Miles, Dubna 
1976, went 14 ... Wa5 15 @d2? 
a3! 16 ba Yxc3 17 Yxc3 Bxc3 
18 Hbl c4 +. More exact was 15 
Sfl Hfb8 with a complicated 


game. 
14... Wa5 
Threatening 15 ... @xb2. 
15 Hacl Efb8 
16 =b3 Da3 
17. Yd2 c4!? 


Black had fully equalised in 
the game JanoSevic-Despotovic, 
Smederevska Palanka 1977. 


Al4 
11 Bb1 (120) 
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White prepares 12 b3 with the 


aim of preventing the incursion of 
Black’s knight to c4. 
tiie oe 0-0 
Deserving of attention is 11 ... 
&c4!? 12 DAd2 Bxa2 13 Axa2 
Hxa2 14 b4. After 14... Abxd5 15 
be de 16 Yb3 Db4 17 Bc6+ Axc6 
18 Wxa2 0-0 19 W4c4 Black faced 
an uphill struggle for equality in 
Dzyuban-Gorelov, Barnaul 1984. 
12 »b3 We7 
Pytel-Bielczyk, Poland 1985, 
went 12... He8 13 2b2 BDc7 but 
White repelled the threats against 
the d5 pawn with 14 Dh4! Wd7 
15 Wd2 Ha7 16 Hfel +. 
Black achieves nothing by 12... 
2b7 13 e4 Dfd7 14 We2 +. 
13. h3 Hfb8 
On 13 ... e6 possible is 14 de fe 
15 AgS Hae8 16 Rf4! e517 Qe3 
h6 18 Dge4 Hd8 19 Axf6t+ Axf6 
20 @d5 + Sosonko-Diaz, Biel IZ 
1976. 


14 &b2 Ha7 
15 Hel Hab7 
16 “®d2 “\bd7 (121) 
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The game Is approximately level, 
Popov-Markland, Nice Ol 1974. 


A2 
10 Ci... 0-0 
11 We2 (122) 

Oretisel, after which 11 ... 
Wc7 is possible (11 ... Ab6 was 
looked at in A13), and then 12 
2d2 Ab6 13 Vf4 Bfb8 14b3 HAg4 
15 2d2 Dc8 16 h3 Ae5 17 AxeS 
&xe5 18 Hb1 + Spassky-Szabo, 
Goteborg 1971. 

Alternatively, 11 ... Wa5S 12 
Rd2 Hfb8 13 Wel Wb6 14 b3 2b7 
15 e4 Dg4 16 h3 AgeS 17 AxeS 
@xe5 18 We2 Bab 19 Dad Wb7 
with a complicated game, Nikolic¢- 
Lakic, Banja Luka 1981. 


Pe Re 


Black has two main continu- 


ations: 
A21 11... Wa5 
A22 11... ¥4b6 


Other possibilities: 
a) 11... BHa7!? 12 Hdl Wa8 13 e4 
Hb8 14 Hbl Ag4 15 h3 (15 b3 
AgeS 16 AxeS AxeS5 17 Be3 
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Hab7 18 h3 Hb4 = Buturin- 
Tukmakov, Odessa 1981) 15 . 
DgeS 16 Del c417 Be3 Hab7 18 
f4 &d3 19 @xd3 cd 20 Wd2 Hb4 
with sharp play in Zatulovskaya- 
Alekhina, Sochi 1982. 

b) 11... We7 12 Hdl Hfb8 13 Hbl 
(13 h3 Ab6 14 Ad2 DAfd7 15 Hb1 
4c8 16 b3 Wa5 17 2b2c4 18 Bal 
+ Korchnoi-Gurgenidze, USSR 
Ch 1957) 13 ... Hg4 (13... Hb4 14 
&d2 Hc8 15 Bel Yb7 16.3, Bukic- 
Bellon, Pula 1975) 14 2d2 Wc8 
15 b3, Averbakh-Popov, Polanica 
Zdroj 1975. White successfully 
resolves the problems of his queen- 
side development and obtains the 
better chances. 


A21 
5 es Was (123) 


12 &bl 
Vaganian-Rashkovsky, Moscow 


1981, went 12 h3 Hfb8 13 Qd2 
“e814 Hfel Ac7 15 b3 Wa} 16 
“@h2! c4 17 Hebl! Wc5 18 bd4! 
Hxb4 19 Ded! Hxbl] 20 Exb] Wa7 
21 2e3 with advantage to White. 
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P20 5 Hfb8 

The move 12... Ag4!? deserves 
attention, preventing 13 b3. Black 
obtained an active game on the 
queenside after 13 2g5 Hfe8 14 
Wd2 DAdeS 15 Dxe5 Axe5 16 Rh6 
&4\c4 17 Yel 2h8! in Babev-Panov, 
Bulgaria 1974. 

13. 2d2 

On 13 Hdl Black gets a definite 
initiative for his pawn with 13 .. 
He8 14 V2d2 Ha7 15 Vh3 Wd’ 16 
b3 Ac7 17 a4 Hab7 18 e4 Be5, 
Forintos-Anikayev, 1974. 

13 2g5?! Db6 14 Adil hé6 15 
&d2 Ac4 with a comfortable 
game. 

mi .. “b6!? (124) 

Other replies: 

a) 13... We7 14 Bfcl!? 2c4 15 b3 
&xd5 16 @xd5 AxdS 17 Del e6 
18 a4 Wa7 19 &d3, Ivkov-Miles, 
Novi Sad 1975. 

b) 13... Ag4 14h3 DgeS 15 AxeS 
@xe5 16 b3 Ya3! 17 &cl Wad 18 
Rd2 Ya3 19 Hcl Bc8 with a dif- 
ficult, approximately equal game, 
Ivkov-Lakic, Yugoslav Ch 1976. 
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The threat of 14... Ac4 compels 
White to defend the c4 square. 


14 b3 Wa3! 
15 &cl Wa5 

16 dl Ae8 

17 &b2 f{\c7 

18 e4 


White’s chances are somewhat 
better, but Black’s initiative on the 
queenside fully compensates for 
the pawn, Zaltsman-Benko, Lone 
Pine 1981. 


A22 
Ms: WYb6 (125) 


GG 


In the game Korchnoi-Quinteros, 
Portoroz-Ljubljana IZ 1973, White 
comfortably succeeded in deploy- 
ing his forces with 13 b3 De8?! 14 
“d2 Yas 15 2b2c4 16 Hfcl DeS 
17 Qal, although stronger was 13 
... Agal? 14 2b2c4 15 Qal Wa5!? 
with sharp counterplay for Black. 

On 13 h3 not bad is 13 ... Ae8 
14 Gel (defending against the 


threat of 14 ... &xc3 and 15... 
Rxe?; if 14 Hdl Ac7 15 Dd2 DbS 
16 DBc4 Wa7 17 DAxbS RxbS 18 
a3 Sa6 19 b3 Yb7 with a com- 
plicated game in Csom-Gligoric¢, 
Portoroz-Ljubljana IZ 1973; on 
14 2g5 correct is 14... Ac7!?) 14 
.. &c4 (the other possibility is 
4... Dc7, intending 15 ... AbS) 
15b3 &xc3 16 Wxc3 Rxd5 17 Bb2 
f6 18 Ag5!? with a sharp game 
in Vladimirov-Tseitlin, Leningrad 
1974. 


1 ae Dg4!? 
14 h3 De5 
15 @xe5 &xe5 
16 =»b3 


White’s chances are preferable. 
The game Gorelov-Gleck, Moscow 
1984, continued 16... Wa517 Qd2 
c4 18 Rel cb 19 ab Wb6 20 Bh2 
Hc8 21 Hdel +. 


B 


9 Rh3 (126) 


126 


‘a 
27; 


The bishop is more active on h3 
than g2, but e4 and d5 are more 
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vulnerable. 
OO his Abd7 
10 0-0 
As inthe9 &g2 variation, Black 
can choose between 10 ... 0-0 and 
0... Ab6, hindering the arrange- 
ment of White’s pieces by 11 ¥c2 
and 12 Hdl. 
B1 10... 0-0 
B2 10... Abb 


Bl 

O.. 0-0 

11) We2 

After 11 Bel possible is 11 ... 

We7 (11 ... Db6 will be looked at 
in B2) as in Belyavsky-Vaganian, 
USSR Ch 1977, which continued 
12 2f4 Hfb8 13 Wd2 Hb4 (sharper 
is 13 ... Ab6!?) 14 Bacl h5?! 15 
2h6!? 2xh6 16 Wxh6 Bxb2 17 
&e6! with initiative to White. 

DL ee We7 

Other moves: 

a) 11... Wa5 12 Hdl Hfb8 13 Hbl 
Ab6 14b3 Bb7 15 e4 QcB 16 Bxc8 
#®xc8 17 &b2 + Toth-Formanek, 
Reggio Emilia 1975-6. 
b) 11... D6 12 Hdl Qc8 13 Rg2 
e414 Bb1l Dc4 15 Hed HAgeS 16 
@xe5 AxeS 17 Dc3 Wa5 with a 
complex game, Lapenis-Mochalov, 
Riga 1975. 
c) 11... 2c4 12 Hdl Ha7 13 e4 
Wa8 14 a3 Hb8 15 Ad2 Bab 16 
&fl Hab7 17 Ha2 &xfl 18 Hxfl 
Ae8 19 b3 Wa6é with enough com- 
pensation for the pawn, Furman- 
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Geller, Riga 1975. 
d) 11... h5. A dubious move, played 
with the intention of continuing 
12 ... Ag4. In Timman-Webb, 
London 1975, White obtained a 
very strong attack on the black 
king after 12 Ag5 Dg4 13 f3 Ad4 
14 &g2 De3 15 Bxe3 Rxe3 16 
Aeb! fe 17 Yxg6. 
12. dl 
13. bl 
White prepares 14 b3, strength- 
ening his queenside. 
i Db6 
By attacking d5 Black prepares 
the ... 2c8 manoeuvre, forcing a 
favourable exchange of bishops. 
Other moves have been tried: 
a) 13... DeB 14 2d2 Hb4 15 a3 
Hb7 16 b3 Wd8 17 Bel DAc7 18 a4 
+ Panno-Bellon, Madrid 1973. 
b) 13... Hb4 14b3 Hab8 15 2a3 
H4b7 16 2b2 Wa5 17 Bal Hb4 18 
Had Wb5 19 Ac3 Wh7 20 e4 t 
Vaganian-Vasyukov, Vilnius 1975. 
14 b3 &c8! (127) 


Hfb8 


15 &xc8 


wWxc8 


Less successful was 15 ... Axc8 
in Podgayets-Buchman, Rostov- 
on-Don 1970, which continued 
16 e4 Dd7 17 Bb2 Wb7 18 Bal 
e519 @xe5 Bxe5 20 Dad, when 
the position stabilised itself in 
White’s favour. 


16 &g2 Wab 
17 Qb2 De8 
The ending after 17... c4 18 b4! 


Da4 19 BDAxa4 Wad 20 Wad 
Hxa4 21 a3 Ded 22 Sxgp7 Sxg7 23 
bc! was favourable for White in 
Furman-Barle, Ljubljana 1975. 
18 e4 AcT 
Black’s pressure on the queen- 
side balances the pawn minus. 


B2 
ii mee Abb 
0-0 (128) 
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As in positions with the bishop 
on g2, White prepares the advance 
of his central pawns. 

12 e4 

The other possibility is 12 2f4 

@c4 13 Wel a5 and now the 


bishop’s absence from g2 starts 
to tell: 14 Hb1 (not 14 Ad?2 because 
of 14... Axb2 15 Wxb2 Dxd5) 14 
.. Bab8 (sharper is 14... Hfb8 15 
“d2 De8) 15 Ad2!? and White 
gets the better game after both 
a) 18 ... Axb2 16 DAb3 Wa3 17 
Wxb2 Wxb2 18 Hxb2 c4 19 Qd2 
cb 20 Exb3 +, and 

b) 15 ... He5 16 Qxe5 de 17 We2 
Hfd8 18 2g2 Bh6 19 Hedi + 
Kraidman-Bellon, Haifa Ol 1976. 


le en H\fd7 
13. We2 Ac4 
14. &xd7 


Other tries here have been: 

a) 14 Sfl Wa5 15 Qxc4 Bxc4 16 
Rd2 Wa6, Gerusel-Miles, Bad 
Lauterberg 1977. 

b) 14 2f4 AdeS5 15 Axe5 Axe5 
16 Rxe5 QxeS5 17 Sfl WaS 18 
&xa6 Hxa6, Williams-Day, Haifa 
Ol 1976. 


id... Wxd7 
15 -»b3 Hce5 
16 Axes Rxe5 
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17 $b2 (129) 
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White has strengthened his queen- 
side and intends 18 @d1 exchanging 
dark-squared bishops. Belyavsky- 
Palatnik, Kiev 1978, went 17 ... 
Hfc8 18 Ad! B2xb2 19 Axb2 Wb7 
20 He3 Bb5 21 Ad! Rd7 22 Bc3 


Ha3 23 @e3 +. 
Le a, {5 
18 dl &xb2 


19 @Axb2 f4! 

Black gets reasonable chances 
on the kingside which compensate 
for the pawn, Kakageldiev-Alburt, 
Ashkhabad 1978. 
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1 d4 ‘£6 A 

2 4 c5 oar Was 
3 d5 b5 

4 cb a6 

5 ba Rxa6 

6 Ac3 d6 

7 &f3 26 

8 &d2 (130) 


“a 


Be 
4 7 
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The idea of this move is to play 
9 e4 and after 9 ... 2xfl to take 
back with the knight in order to 


castle kingside. Black has a choice A position from Chapter 12 has 
of: arisen with the inclusion of White’s 
8... Wa5!? move 4d2. 


8... £g7 (39 Hfb8 


12 ... @®e& deserves attention, 
for example 13 “b3 Wc7 and now: 
a) 14 2g5 He5 15 Had] |f6 16 
Hfel Hfb8 17 Acl Afd7 18 h3 
“Ac4, Segal-Benko, Sao Paulo 
1973. 

b) 14 Hb1 Def6 15 Dd2 WaS 16b3 
Hfb8 17 a3 Ac8 18 Wb2, Petrosian- 
Szmetan, Nice Ol 1974, and now 
18 ... Hb7 and 19 ... Hab8 gives 
Black a promising game. 

13. Hdl 

After 13 Hel the game Gavrikov- 
Agzamov, USSR 1975, went 13... 
c4!? 14 Df3 Q2Qb7 15 Vd2 DxdS 16 
®xd5 Wxd5 17 2c3 DeS5 with a 
sharp game. 

ee DAe8 

In the game Gligori¢-Rajkovic, 
VrSac 1977, Black mistakenly 
played 13 ... Ae5 and White got 
the better game after 14 h3 @fd7 
15 &h2 Ha7 16 f4 Dc4 17 Axc4 
&xc4 18 2d2 Wab 19 Hel Abbé 
20 b3. 

14 bl AcT 

Black has sufficient counterplay 
since White finds it difficult to 
develop his queenside. 


A2 
9 e4 Rxfl 
10 &xfl 
Not 10 “xfi in view of 10 ... 
xe4. 
10... 27 
11 = g3 
On 11 We2 Abd7 12 Ac4 comes 
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2... Wa6 with pressure along the 
fl-a6 diagonal. 

100 2. 0-0 

12) &g2 (132) 

Donner-Hebden, Marbella Z 

1982, went 12 Ac4 Wa6 13 We2 
“\bd7 14 QgS Hfb8!? 15 Hcl h6 
16 2d2 Ab6 17 Axb6 Bxb6 18 
Wxa6 Haxa6 19 b3 Ad7 20 Aad 
Hb7 and Black has enough initiative 
on the queenside to merit equality. 


132 =e 
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A position from Chapter 11 has 
arisen with the inclusion of the 
move d2, which is useful for 
White. 

123s S\bd7 
13. Dc4 

A consistent continuation. On 
13 We2 good is 13 ... Wa6! 14 a4 
Hfb8 15 Ha3 De8 (premature is 
15... Hb4 in view of 16 Ab5! De8 
17 b3 and Black’s rook finds itself 
in trouble, Kraidman-Browne, 
Netanya 1971) 16 Hel &c7 and 


then 17 ... Hb4 with an initiative. 
tow. Waéb 
14. We2 Hfbs 
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Equally possible is 14 ... Abb 
15 Axb6 Yxb6 16 Wc2 Hfb8 17 
Hbl Ag4 with an attacking game 
for Black in Messing-Bukic, Sara- 
jevo 1974. 

15 bl 

White must prepare 16 b3 in 
view of the threat of 15 ... Hb4, 
which is possible after 15 Hel, e.g. 
Dommes-Zilberman, USSR 1975, 
which continued 15 Hel Hb4! 16 
S)a3 ®De5 17 BDc2 BAd3!, when 
White was in a difficult position. 

15 2d2 Ab6 16 b3 Afd7 17 
Axb6 Axb6 18 Wxa6 Bxa6 19 a4 
c4! with equality in Marszalek- 
Bach, Poland 1971. 


1 2. Ab6 
16 Axbé6 Wxe2 
17. &®xe2 Hxb6 
18 Bc3 “d7 


Boleslavsky-Kapengut, USSR 
1975, continued 19 &g5 h6 20 
&d2 and Black had sufficient 
pressure for equality. 


8... &g7 (133) 


9 ed gaxfl 

After 9... 0-0 10 &2xa6@xa6 11 
0-0 Dd? 12 B&c4 (on 12 We2 
follows 12... Ab6! as in Ghitescu- 
Benko, Siegen Ol 1970, which went 
13 @f3 BDc7 14 Hdl Wad! 15 
“\xa4 Hxa4 with initiative to 
Black) and White has the better 
chances since Black cannot drive 
away the knight on c4: 


a) 12... Ab6 13 BaS!. 
b) 12... Ae5 13 De3 followed by 
14 f4. 


c) Possible is 12 ... Ac7 13 2g5!? 
BHe5 14 De3 He8 15 We2 Wc8 16 
f4 ®d717 &hl + Foisor-Kertesz, 
Iasi 1977. 

10 ®xfl Wa5!? 

By creating the threat of 11 ... 
Se4 Black prevents the normal 
Il “e3, 

11 = &d2 

Aiming to develop the knight 
on e3 does not work: 11 2d2 0-0 
12 He3 Abd7 (12... Wa6 is possible) 
13 0-0 Wa6 14 We2 c4! 15 De2 
&e5 and Black firmly seizes the 
initiative, Spassov-Tringov, Varna 
1973. 

0 ae Dfd7 

O’Kelly-Damjanovi¢, Montilla 
1972, went 11... 0-0 12 0-0 Abd7 
13 Ac4 Wab 14 We2 Hfb8 and 
Black had obtained sufficient 
counterplay. 

12. e2 

The knight on c3 must be de- 

fended. 12 0-0 0-0 13 We2 &xc3! 
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14 @b3 (14 be Yxc3) 14... Wab 
15 Yxa6 Dxa6 16 be Ac7 + Romm- 
Damjanovic, Netanya 1973. 


oS meena 
14. DbS (134) ? aa “sa 


Kraidman-Damjanovic, Netanya 
1973, continued 14... Yb7 15 Ac4 
a6 160-0 Ab4 with a complicated 
game for both sides. 


Illustrative Games 


Malaniuk-Palatnik 
Tallinn 1985 


1 4d4 6 
2 #4 cs 
3 d5 b5 
4 &f3 e6 
5 g2g5 h6 
6 Rxf6 WY xf6 
7 &c3 b4 
8 Ab5 &d8?! 
9 e4 25 
10. eS! We7 


0... Wf4 is risky because of 

11 h3, and the black queen is in 
danger. 

11 24! (135) 
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1h ee &b7 
12 Wad 
13 0-0-0 


Black had to play either 13 ... 


Hao or 13... &c8. 
14 Bd6 Rxd6 
15 ed 


There is no satisfactory defence 
against 16 WbS. 


LS eee &c8 
Best. 

16 Wb5 4)a6 

17 -R¢2 ed 


Weaker is 17... eS 18 Ad2, and 


after ®e4 Black’s position is 
defenceless. 
18 Shel Ws 


Black tries to bring his queen 
into the game. If 18... 2c6 then 
19 Yb6 d4 20 Axd4! Qxg22] AfS 
ai 


19 He7 
20 


26 
Wxa5 (136) 


136 
BG 


| 


74 aan Wd8 
Black cannot play 20 ... d4 
because of 21 @xd4, e.g. 21 ... 
&Rxg2 22 Deb! Wg8 23 Hxd7! 
&xd7 24 @xc5+ with a winning 
attack. 
21 Wxd8+ 
22~=oced 
The awkward placing of Black’s 
pieces gives White an easily won 


&xd8 


endgame. 
xs 2b5 
23. «7 “Ab8 
24 bl Re2 
25 d2 Hes 
26) «= xf6é c4 


27) = Be5 (137) 
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Black’s position is hopeless. He 
continued only because of time 


shortage. 

it er HxeS 
28 Hf8+ He8 
29 Hxe8+ &xe8 
30 Hxe2+ &d8 
31 ed c3 
32 Yxb4 cb 
33s &c8 
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34s fg hg 
35 Hed Hab 
36 §=He8+ &b7 
37 Be5 Hb6 
38 = afl Eb4 
39 Exg5 Hf4 
40 2b5 Hf2 
41 h4 &b6 
42 a4 Hh2 
43 Eps 
1-0 


Lukacs-Plachetka 
Belgrade 1984 


1 d4 D6 

2 4 c5 

3. d5 b5 

4 cb a6 

5 es e6 

6 Ac3 ed 

7 &ge2 

White is in no hurry to recapture 
the pawn. 
ee Bb7 


7...ab8 Af4! 2b7 would trans- 
pose to the text. 
8 Hf4 ab 
8 ... WaS would be a mistake: 
9 2d2! and if 9... Yc7 then 10 ¥Yf3! 
increasing the pressure. 
9 &xb5 2d6!? 
The best chance. Black forces 
the issue. 


10 AfxdS &\xd§ 
11) @Axd5 Wa5+ 
12 Ac3 Re 


13. a4 (138) 
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[sy aller &xg2? 
Black should have played 13 ... 
Rxc3+ 14 bc Wxc3+ 15 Bd2 Wes 


16 0-0 0-0 17 Hcl, with some 
advantage to White. 

14 gl 2c6 

15 2d2 &xb5 


15... 0-0 is dangerous. After 
16 Wh5 White has strong threats. 
16 @xb5 Yb6 

17) Whs 
A strong move, highlighting 
White’s advantage. 17...d6 would 
be answered by 18 f4!, and 17... 
Rf6 by 18 Wd5!. 
ny x Dc6 
18 f4 26 
The only move. The bishop 
cannot retreat owing to the threats 
of 19 Ad6+ and 19 &xg7. 
19 We5! h6 
20 We2! 26 
21 Wd5! (139) 
Having prevented Black from 
castling (21 ... 0-0? 22 Hxg6t) 
White obtains a decisive attack. 
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:) are Sh4+ 
22 &e2 Re7 
23 2c3 Hfs 
24 egdl 0-0-0 


Although material is equal, Black 
is helpless due to the chronic weak- 
ness of his light squares. 


25 Wed! &b7 
26 Bd5 Db8 

27. ‘Hadi Web 

28 Wh3 wWb6 (140) 


140 
WY 


M6 


Pin “Wh oy Vs 
V/A : 


29 7.225! 
The bishop cannot be taken 
(29 ... WxaS 30 Dd6++). 
1-0 


Hort-Ermenkoy 
Tunis IZ 1985 


1 d4 A16 
2 ca ee 
3 «65 b5 
4 cb a6 
5S ba 26 
6 Ac3 2xab 
7 &f3 d6 
8 e4 &xfl 
9 &xfl 227 
10s g3 0-0 
me Ye2 “bd7 
12. el “\g4!? 
The most logical continuation. 
13. We2 AgeS 
3... 4b6 can be met by 14 Ab5 
Hfb8 15 a4.1f 13... Was 14 Ad2!?. 
14. &d2 “D6 
15 f4 Aed7 


16 }f3 (141) 


vor 
or 
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a 


“17 &xa4 Exad4 18 eS is poor on 
account of 18 ... Abé6 followed by 
.. Wa8 with initiative. 
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| es: Hay? 
18 bi Was 
19 Ye2 


White prepares 20 b3 Dabé 21 
a4, but Black prevents this with a 
timely undermining of the centre. 


19) os. “\abé! 
20 3=a3 e6! 

21 = =de fe 

22 ®&f2 d5 (142) 


Ye, 
A 
7 aes 


C 


23 «es 
Or 23 ed ed 24 Ags5 Bc425 Heb 
Hc8 and White’s king is in danger. 


239 “\c4 
24 He2 Ebs 
25 &d3 Hab7 


White’s light-square weaknesses 

give Black the advantage. 
26 = b4!? 

Otherwise after 26... Hb3 White 
has difficulties. If now 26... Axa3 
27 &xa3 Wxa3 28 Axc5 Axc5 29 
Wxc5 Hxb4 30 Ad4 and White 
stands well. 


: aren Rf8 
27 Wa2 Ha7 
28 = WYe2 He8 
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29 Wadi d4 
The opening of the a8-h1 diago- 
nal is decisive. 


30 b3?! 

Better 30 bec. 
30. cb 
31 @®xb4 cS 


32. Ebi (143) 
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38 ny: 


i ees d3! ++ 
33 Ha2 Hd8 

34. &h3 Ded 

35 Wb3 d2 

36 =xd2 &\cxd2 
37 Wxe6+ &h8 

38 8xd2 


38 “&xd2 is impossible owing to 
Af2+ 39 Sh4 Re7+. 


38! ae &)xd2 
39 &xd2 xb4 
40 Se4 Re7 
41 Hd6 Rxd6 
42 Wf6+ &g8 
43 ed Yc8 
44 &h4 Ha5 
45 24 Hfs 
46 Wd4 WS 


0-1 


Index of Variations 


1 d4 Of6 
2 4 c5 
3 d5 b5 
4 cb 
4 #3: 
4... g6: 
S cb 7s 
5 a4 14 
5 We2 16 
4... 2b7 5 ad: 
San a6 77 
S.. be 19 
5... b4 20 
4... be 21 
4. €6: 
5 de 22 
5 ees 28 
4 a4: 
4 bo 34 
4... b4 36 
4 We2: 
4... e6 38 
4... Hab 38 


4... bc 39 
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4 2g5: 
4... Ded 4] 
4... £6 42 
4 4d2 
4... be 44 
Ge a5 «645 
4... a6 
5 ba 
5 e3 
5... g6 49 
foes ab 35 
Se..c6 37 
5 £3 26 6 e4 dé: 
7&Ac3 61 
7 a4 62 
5 b6 64 
5 Dce3 ab 6 e4 b4 7 AbS dé: 
8 D3 66 
8 2f4 68 
ee &xab 
Se 26: 
6 b3 7] 
Le a, 
6 @Ac3 73 
5... e6 74 
6 Ac3 
6 a3 75 
Gas d6 
a) 3 
eed 77 
7 £4 78 


ee 26 
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The Benko Gambit, 1d4 Nf6 2 c4.c5 3 d5 b5!2, is a positional pawn 
sacrifice that aims to achieve long-term queenside pressure. It is an 
ideal choice for the club and tournament player who wishes to win 


with Black. 


Grandmaster Eduard Gufeld has written an authoritative book on 
this popular opening and concentrates on explaining the strategic 
plans that Black should follow. A number of complete games in the 
text allow the reader to get a feel for the middle-game positions 


that arise. 


Grandmaster Eduard Gufeld is the trainer of the USSR Women’s 
Olympiad team and a noted theoretician whose works include 
The Sicilian Defence, Queen’s Gambit Accepted and Exploiting 


Small Advantages. 
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